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SECTION  X. 

"  ft 

7%e  Doctrine  of  TransubUaniiaiion  is  againU  Sense. 

1.  Xhat  which  is  one  of  the  firmeat  pillars^  upon  which  all 
homan  notices,  and  upon  which  all  Christian  religion  does 
rdy,  cannot  be  shaken ;  or  if  it  be,  all  science  and  all  religion 
must  be  in  danger*.  *  Now,  besides  that  all  our  notices  of 
things  proceed  from  sense,  und  our  understanding  receiyes 
his  proper  objects,  by  the  mediation  of  material  and  sensible 
fantasms,  and  the  soul,  in  all  her  operations  during  this  life^ 
is  served  by  the  ministries  of  the  body,  and  the  body  woriu 
upon  the  soul  only  by  sense;  besides  this,  St.  John  hath 
placed  the  whole  religion  of  a  Christian  upon  the  certainty 
and  evidence  of  sense,  as  ui3on  one  unmoveable  foundation^: 
"  That  which  was  from  the  beginning,  which  we  have  seen 
with  our  eyes,  which  we  have  beheld,  and  our  hands  have 
handled  of  the  word  of  life.  And  the  life  was  made  manifest, 
and  we  have  seen  it,  and  bear  witness  and  declare  unto  you 
eternal  life,  which  was  with  the  Father,  and  was  manifested 
to  us,  which  we  have  seen  and  heard,  we  declare  unto  you." 
TertuUian,  in  his  book  *'  De  Anima,''  uses  this  very  argument 
against  the  Marcionites:  **  Recita  Johannis  testationem^ 

•  Tp&rmf  ^Ti&  X^,  mmf  rftt  tiMtra  iiffmnU  In)  ImmUc— if  rill.  lib.  viU. 
Pkf$.  ton.  St. 

SL  Ami.  cp.  45. 

^  1  St.  John,  1. 1,  t,  3. 
VOL.  X.  «  B 
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'  quod  vidima8(inquit)quod  audivimus,  oculis  nostris  vidimus, 
et  manus  nostrsB  contrectaverunt,  de  sermone  vitse :'  Falsa 
utique  testatio,  si  oculorum,  et  auriuro,  et  manuum  sensus 
natura  mentitur:"  ''  His  testimony  was  false,  if. eyes,  and 
ears,  and  hands  be  deceived.^  In  nature  there  is  not  a 
greater  argument  than  to  have  heard,  and  seen,  and  handled. 

Sed»qiia  profao^i  non  licet  licttrler 
Ratione  tecnm,  coosalamus  provima : 
iDtcrrogetiir  ipta  natDralinin 
Simplex  tine  arte  fteosanm  sentential. 

And  by  what  means  can  an  assent  be  naturally  produced, 
but  by  those  instruments  by  which  God  conveys  all  notices 
to  uSy  that  is,  by  seeing  and  hearing?  Faith  comes  by 
bearing,  and  evidence  comes  by  seeing ;  and  if  a  man,  in  his 
wits,  and  in  his  health,  can  be  deceived  in  these  things,  how 
can  w«  come  to  beKeve  ? 

Corpus  enin  per  se  Qonimnttis  dedicat  esse 
Sensas ;  qaoi  nisi  prima  fides  fimdata  valebit, 
Hand  erit,  occnlteis  de  rebas  qtio  referenteis 
Caafimare  aaiiaQB  qvidqaam  ratioae  qneamm'. 

For  if  a  man  or  an  angel  declares  God's  will  to  us,  if  we 
may  not  trust  our  hearing,  we  cannot  trust  him :  for  we  know 
not  whether,  indeed,  he  says  what  we  think  he  says ;  and  if 
prod  confirms  the  proposition  by  a  miracle,  an  ocular  demon-* 
^tratic^n,  we  are  never  the  nearer  to  the  believing  him,  because 
our  eyes  are  not  to  be  trusted.  But  if  feeling  also  may  be 
abused,  when  a  man  is,  in  all  other  capacities,  perf<^ctly 
healthy,  then  he  must  be  governed  by  chance,  and  walk  in  the 
dark,  and  live  upon  shadows,  and  converse  with  fantasms 
and  illusions,  as  it  happens ;  wd  then  at  last  it  will  come  to 
t)e  dpubted,  whether  Uiere  be  any  such  man  as  himself,  and 
whether  he  be  awake  when  he  is  awake,  or  not  rather,  thea 

oviy  awake  when  he  himself  and  all  the  world  thinks  him  to 

•  ■        -  » 

j^ave  been,  asleep:  /^  Oculatse  sunt  nostras  manus,  credunt 
quod  videnL"^ 

2.  Now  then,  to  apply  this  to  the  present  question,  in  the 
words  of  St.  Austin,  *'  Quod  ergo  vidistis,.  panis  est  et  calix, 
quod  vobis  etiam  oculi  vestri  renunciant  :^'  ''  That  whidi  our. 

t 

«  Sapplie.  Romani  Martyr.  Prudent.       '  Lucrel.  lib.  i.  495.  Wakefield. 
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eyes  have  seen,  that  which  bor  Hands  have  handled,  is  bredd  ^ ; 
-we  feel  it,  taste  it,  see  it  to  be  bread,  and  we  hear  it  called 
bread,  that  very  substance,  which  is  called  the  body  of  our 
Lord.  Shall  we  now  say,  our  eyes  are  deceived,  our  ears 
hear  a  false  sound,  our  taste  is  abused,  our  hands  are  mts^ 
taken?  It  is  answered.  Nay;  our  senses  are  not  mistaken : 
"  For  our  senses,  in  health  and  due  circumstances,  cannot  be 
abused  in  dieir  proper  object;  but  they  may  be  deceived 
about  that,  which  is  uhder  the  object  of  their  senses;  they 
are  not  deceived  in  colour,  and  shape,  ahd  taste,  and  magni- 
tude, which  are  the  proper  objects  of  our  senses;  but  they 
may  be  deceived  in  substances  which  are  covered  by  these 
accidents ;  and  so  it  is  not  the  outward  sense  so  much  as  thq 
inward  sense  that  is  abused.  For  so  Abraham,  vChen  he  saw 
an  angel  in  the  shape  of  a  human  body,  was  not  deceived  in 
the  shape  of  a  man,  for  there  was  such  a  shape;  but  yet  it 
was  not  a  man,  and,  therefore,  if  hb  ihodght  it  was,  he  was 
abused  ';"  this  is  their  answer :  and  if  this  will  not  serve  the 
turn,  nothing  will :  this,  therefore,  must  ht  examined. 

3,  Now  this,  instead  of  taking  away  the  insuperable  dif- 
ficulty, does  much  increase  it,  and  confesses  the  things,  which 
it  ought  to  Have  avoided.  For,  1.  The  accidents,  proper  td 
a  substance,  are  for  the  manifestation,  a  notice  of  the  sub<- 
stance^  not  of  themselves;  for  as  the  man  feels,  but  the 
means  by  which  be  feels,  is  the  sensitive  faculty,  so  that 
whicli  is  felt,  is  the  substance,  and  the  means  by  which  it  is 
felt,  ib  the  accidents :  as  the  shape,  the  colour,  the  bigness; 
the  motion  of  a  man,  are  manifestative  and  declaraitive  of  k 
human  substance :  and  if  they  represent  a  wrOug  substance, 
then  liie  sense  i^  deceived  by  a  false  sign  of  a  truesubstancey 
or  a  troe  sign  of  a  false  sM>stance :  als  if  an  alchymist  should: 
show  toe  brcSs6  coloured  like  gold,  and  made  ponderous,  tod 
so  aduheratedy  that  it  ulrould  endure  the  touchstone  fo^  a  l6n^ 
iriiile,  the  deception  is,  because  there  is  a  pretence  of  im[- 
prqpier  accidents ;  true*  accidents  indeed,  but  not  belonging' 
to  that  substance.  But,  2.  It  is  true  that  is  pretend^,  that 
it  is  not  so  nnich  the  outward  sense  that  is  abused  as  the. 
inward ;  that  is,  not  so  mixdk  the  eye  As  the  man ;  not  thk 

*  In  Senn.  apud  Bed.  in  1  Cor.  x.    Sed  h»c  verba  citaotur  ab  Algero, 
Ub.  i.  de  ^acram.  c.  !L  ex  Serin,  de  verbis  DornVni. 
*    ^  BfetttftiB.  lib.  r.    Euch.  c.  14.  Sect.  Jam  ad  PetrtiiA  AJIartyreiii. 
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sight,  but  the  judgment :  and  this  is  it  we  complain  of.    For 
indeed^  in  proper  speaking, .  the  eye  or  the  hand  is  not 
capable  of  being  deceiyed ;  but  the  man,  by  the  eye,  or  by 
the  ear,  or  by  his  hand.    The  eye  sees  a  colour,  or  a  figure, 
and  the  inward  sense  apprehends  it  to  be  the  figure  of  such 
a  substance,  and  the  understanding  judges  it  to  be  the  thing 
which  is  properly  represented  by  the  accident :  it  is  so,  or  it 
is  not  so :  if  it  be,  there  is  no  deception ;  if  it  be  not  so,  then 
there  is  a  cozenage,  there  is  no  lie  till  it  comes  to  a  propo- 
sition, either  explicit  or  implicit;  a  lie  is  not  in  the  senses; 
but  when  a  man,  by  the  ministry  of  the  sensesj  is  led  into  the 
apprehension  of  a  wrong  object,  or  the  belief  of  a  fiilse  pro* 
position,  then  he  is  made  to  believe  a  lie :  and  this  is  our 
case,  when  accidents,  proper  to  one  substance,  are  made  the 
cover  of  anotheri  to  which  they  are  not  naturally  commu- 
nicable.   And  in  the  case  of  the  holy  sacrament,  the  matter, 
if  it  were  as  is  pretended,  were  intolerable.  For  in  the  cases, 
wherein  a  man  is  commonly  deceived,  it  is  his  oym  foult  by 
passing  judgment  too  soon ;  and  if  he  should  judge  glass  to 
be  crystal,  because  it  looks  like  it ;  this  is  not  any  deception 
in  Ae  senses,  nor  any  injury  to  the  man ;  because  he  ought 
to  consider  more  things  than  the  colour,  to  make  his  judg- 
ment whether  it  be  glass,  or  crystal,  or  diamond,  or  ice ;  the 
hardness,  the  weight,  and  other  things,  are  to  be  ingredients 
in  the  sentence.    And  if  any  two  things  had  all  the  same 
accidents,  then,  although  the  senses  were  not  deceived,  yet 
the  man  would,  certainly  and  inculpably,  mistake.    If  there- 
fore, in  the  eucharist,  as  is  pretended,  all  the  accidents  of 
bread  remain,  then  all  men  must  necessarily  be  deceived ;  if 
only  one  or  two  did  remain,  one  sense  would  help  the  other, 
and  an  together  would  rightly  inform  the  understanding. 
But  when  all  the  accidents  remain,  they  cannot  but  represent 
that  substance,  to  which  those  accidents  are  proper;  and 
then  the  holy  sacrament  would  be  a  constant,  irresistible 
deception  of  all  the  world,  in  that  in  which  all  men's  notices  - 
are  most  evident  and  most  relied  upon, — I  mean  their  senses. 
And  then  the  question  will  not  be,  whether  our  senses  can  be 
deceived  or  no?  but  whether  or  no  it  can  stand  vFith  the 
justice  and  goodness  of  God,  to  be  angry  with  us  for  believ- 
ing our  senses,  since  himself  hath  so  ordered  it,  that  we  can- 
not avoid  being  deceived  ?  there  being,  in  this  case,  as  much 
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i^ason  to  bdieve  a  lie  as  to  believe  a  truth, — if  tbings  were 
80  as  they  pretend.    The  result  of  which  is  this :  That  as  no 
one  sense  can  be  deceived  about  his  proper  object,  but  that  a 
man  may  about  the  substance  lying  under  tiiose  accidents, 
which  are  the  object  proper  to  that  sense,  because  he  gives 
sentence  according  to  that  representment  otherwise  than  he 
ought,  and  he  ought  to  have  considered  other  accidents 
proper  to  other  senses,  in  making  the  judgment ;  as  the  birds 
that  took  the  picture  of  grapes  for  very  grapes,  and  he  that 
took  the  picture  of  a  curtain  for  a  very  curtain,  and  desired 
the  painter  to  draw  it  aside ;  they  made  ju4gment  of  the 
grapes  and  the  curtain  only  by  colour  and  figure,  but  ought 
to  have  considered  the  weight,  the  taste,  the  touch,  and  the 
smell :  so  on  the  other  side,  if  all  the  senses  concur,  then  not 
only  is  it  true,  that  the  senses  cannot  be  deceived  about  that 
object,  which  is  their  own,  but  neither  ought  the  man  to  be 
deceived  about  that  substance,  which  lies  under  those  acci* 
dents ;  because  their  ministry  is  all  that  natural  instrument  of 
convejring  notice  to  a  man's  imderstanding,  which  Ood  hath 
appointed.    4.  Just  upon  thia  account  it  is,  that  St.  John's 
argument  had  been  just  nothing  in  behalf  of  the  whole  reli- 
gion :  for  that  God  was  incarnate,  that;  Jesus  Christ  did  such 
miracles,  that  he  was  crucified,  that  he  arose  again,  and 
ascended  into  heaven,  that  he  preached  these  sermons,  that 
he  gave  such  commandments,  he  was  made  to  believe  by 
sounds,  by  shapes^  by  figures,  by  motions,  by  likenesses^  and 
appearances,  of  all  the  proper  apcidents:  and  his  senses 
could  not  be  deceived  about  the  accidents,  which  were  the 
proper  objects  of  the  senses ;  but  if  they  might  be  deceived' 
about  the  substance  under  these  accidents,  of  what  truth  or 
substance  could  he  be  ascertained  by  their  ministry?  for  he 
indeed  saw  the  shape  of  a  himian  body ;  but  it  might  so  be, 
that  not  Uie  body  of  a  man,  but  an  angelical  substance,  might 
lie  under  it ;  and  so  the  article  of  the  assumption  of  human 
nature  is  made  uncertain.  And  upon  the  same  account,  so  are  - 
aD  the  other  articles  of  our  faith,  which  relied  upon  the 
verity  of  his  body  and  nature:  all  which,  if  they  are  not 
sufficiently  signified  by  their  proper  accidents,  could  not  be 
ever  the  more  believed  for  being  seen  with  the  eyes,  and 
heard  with  the  ears,  and  handled  with  our  hands ;  but  if  they 
were  sufficiently  declared  by  their  proper  accidents^  then  the 
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nndenitanding  can  no  more  be  deceived  in  tb6  bubstanctti 
lying  under  the  accidents,  than  the  senses  can  in  the  ac- 
cidents themselves. 

4.  To  the  same  purpose  it  was,  that  the  apostles  were 
answered  concerning  the  article  of  the  troth  of  Christ's  resur* 
rection.  For  when  the  apostles  were  affrighted  at  his  sudden 
appearing,  and  thought  it  had  been  a  spirit,  Christ  called 
them  to  feel  his  hands,  and  to  show  that  it  was  he ;  **  For 
a  spirit  hath  no  flesh  and  bones,  as  ye  see  me  have^;"  plainly 
meaning,  that  the  accidents  of  a  body  ^  were  not  communir 
cable  to  a  spirit;  but  how  easily  might  they  have  been 
deceived,  if  it  had  pleased  God  to  invest  other  substances  with 
new  and  stranger  accidents?  For  though  a  spirit  hath  not 
flesh  and  bones,  they  may  represent  to  the  eyes  and  hands 
the  accidents  of  flesh  and  bones ;  and  if  it  could,  in  the 
matter  of  faith,  stand  with  the  goodness  and  wisdom  of  God 
to  suffer  it,  what  certainty  could  there  be  of  any  article  of 
our  religion  relating  to  Christ's  humanity,  or  any  proposition 
proved  by  miracles?  To  this  instance  the  man  that  mmt 
answer  cUy  I  mean  Bellarmine,  ventures  something  ^ :  saying 
it  was  a  good  argument  of  our  blessed  Saviour,,  ^'  Handle 
and  see  that  I  am  no  spirit.:  that  which  is  handled  and: seen 
IS  no  spirit  -^  but  it  is  no  good  argument  to  say.  This  is  not 
seen,  not  handled,  therefore  it  is  no  body :  and,  therefore, 
the  body  of  Christ  may  be  naturally  in  the  sacrament,  though 
k  is  not  seen  nor  bodied. — To.  this  I  reply,  1.  That  suppose. 
H  were  toie  what  he  said,  yet  it  would  also  foUo^  by  hia  own 
words.  '  This  is^  seen  bread/  aud  '  is  handled,'  so  therefore 
'  it  is  bread.'  '  Hoc  enim  affirmative  coUigitur.'  This  is  thej 
affirmative  consequent  made  by  our  blessed  Loird,  end  here* 
confessed  to  be  certain.  It  being  the  same  collection.  '^  It 
is  I ;  for,  by  feeting  and  seeing,  you  shall  beUeve  it  to  be 
so :"  and  '^  it  is  bread ;  for,  by  feeling,  and  seeing,  and  tast- 
ing, and  smeBing  it,  you  shall  perceiiie  i  it  to  be  so.** — To 
which  let  this  be  added :  T^t  in  Scriptuce  it  is  as^  plainly, 
affivmed  to  be  bcead,  as  it  b  called  Christ's  body.  Now 
then,  because-  it  cannot  be  both  in  the  pvoper  and  natosal 

.   K  St.  Luke,  xxiv.  39. 
^  Qqod  vudetiu-,  co|rpns  est:  qnod  palpa^,  corpus  est.    S.  Arobros.  in 
S.  Lue.  4. 

i  lib.  i:  <le  fitocb.  e*  t4.  l^ect.;Hta|»..sd  CahrinoaL  .     .    ./ 
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fensey  but  One  of  thoa  mwt  be  fignratiTe  and  tropioal ';  since' 
both  of  the  appell&tiv^  are  equnUy  afl^rfiied;  is  it  not  noto-^ 
rioos,  that,  in  this  case,  we  ought  to  give  judgment  on  that' 
side,  which  we  are  prompted  to  by  common  sense  ?  If 
Christ  had  said  only.  This  is  my  body,^ — and  no  apostle  had 
told  us  also  that  it  is  breads— we  had  reason  to  suspect  onr 
senses  to  be  deceiredy  if  it  were  possible  they  should  be  r  but 
when  it  is  equally  aiBrmed  to  be  bread,  as  to  be  our  Lord's 
body,  and  but  one  of  them  can  be  naturally  true  an*d  in  the 
letter,  shall  the  testimony  of  all  our  senses  be  absolutely  of 
no  use  in  casting  the  balance?  The  two  affirmatiTss  are^ 
equal ;  one  must  be  expounded  tropically ;  which  will  you- 
choose  ?  Is  there  in  the  world  any  thing  more  certain  and' 
expedite  than  that  what  you  see,  and  feel,  and  taste,  natural 
and  proper,  should  be  judged  to  be  that  which  you  see,  and 
'feel,  and  taste,  naturally  and  properly,  and  therefore,  that  the 
other  be  expounded  tropically?  Since  yda  must  expound 
one  of  the  words  tropically,  I  think  it  is  not  hard  to  deter-: 
mine,  whether  you  ought  to  do  it  against  your  sense,  or  witfa> 
it  But  it  is  also  remarkable,  that  our  blessed  Lord  did  not, 
only  by  feeling  and  seeing,  proye  it  to  be  a  body ;  but'by 
ptOTing  it  was  *  his  body,'  he  proved  it  ^s  '  himself;^  that  is, 
'-'  by  these  accidents,  representing  my  person,  ye  are  not  led 
into  an  error  of  the  person,  any  more  than  of  the  kind  and 
substance ;  *  see  my  hands  and  my  feet,'  on  eUnrif  hv  slpu, 
*  that  it  is.  even  I  qiyself  ;'^'  this  I  noted,  lest  a  silly  escape' 
be  made,  by  pretending  these  accidents  only  proved  Christ 
to  be  no  spirit,  but.  a  body  ;  and  so  the  accidents  of  bread 
declare  a  latent  body,  meaning  the  body  of  Christ ;  for  as 
the  accidents  of  a  body  declare  the  substance  of  a  body,  so 
the  particular  accidents  of  this  kind  declare  this  kind^  of  this 
person  declare  this  person.  For  so  our  blessed  Saviour 
pfoved  it  to  be  himself  in  particular ;  and  if  it  were  not  so, 
the  deiceit  would  pass  from  one  thing  to  another;  and 
akhoogh  it  had  not  been  a  spirit,  yet  it  might  be  John  the: 
Baptist  risen  from,  the  dead,  or  Moses,  or  Elias,  and  not 
Jesus  their  dear  Lord.  Besides,  if  this  had  been  all  that 
Jesus  had  intended,  on)y  to  prove  he  was  n6  *  spectrum,'  but 
%  body,  he  bad  not  done  what  was  intendec}*^  For. put  case  it 
had  been  a  spirit,  and  had  assumed  a  body,  as  Bellarmine^  in 
the  very  nextpqcagssph,  foi^g^tUng  himself^  or  else  being 
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entangled  in  the  wildernesses  of  an  inconsistent  discourse, 
aflirms,  that  in  Scriptures  the  Israelites  did  sometimes  see ; 
and  then  they  were  not  deceived  in  touching  or  seeing  a 
body ;  for  there  was  a  body  assumed,  and  so  it  seemed  to 
Abraham  and  Lot ;  but  then,  suppose  Jesus  Christ  had  done 
so,  and  had  been  indeed  a  spirit  in  an  assumed  body,  had  not 
the  apostles  been  deceived  by  their  feeling  and  seeing,  as 
wtell  as  the  Israelites  were,  in  thinking  those  angels  to  be 
men,  that  came  to  them  in  human  shapes  ?  How  had  Christ's 
arguments  been  pertinent  and  material  ?  How  had  he  proved, 
that  he  was  no  spirit,  by  showing  a  body,  which  might  be 
the  case  of  a  spirit  i  but  that  it  is  not  consistent  with  the 
wisdom  and  goodness  of  Ood  to  suffer  any  illusion  in  any 
matter  of  sense  relating  to  an  article  of  faith. 

6.  Secondly:  It  was  the  case  of  the  Christian  church 
once,  not  only  to  rely  upon  the  evidence  of  sense  for  an 
introduction  to  the  religion,  but  also  to  need  and  use  this 
argument  in  confirmation  of  an  article  of  the  creed ;  for 
the  Valentinians  and  the  Marcionites  thought  Christ's  body 
to  be  fimtastical,  and  so  denied  the  article  of  the  incarnation : 
and  if  arguments  from  sense  were  not  enough  to  confute 
them,  viz.  that  the  apostles  did  see  and  feel  a  body,  flesh, 
and  blood,  and  bones,  how  could  they  convince  these  mis- 
believers ?  for  whatsoever  answer  can  be  brought  against  the 
reality  of  bread  in  the  eucharist,  all  that  may  be  answered  in 
behalf  of  the  Marcionites :  for  if  you  ui^  to  them  all  those 
places  of  Scripture,  which  affirm  Christ  to  hare  a  body,  they 
answer,  it  was  in  Scripture  called  a  body,  because  it  seemed 
to  be  so ;  which  is  the  answer  Bellarmine  gires  to  all  those 
places  of  Scripture,  which  call  it '  bread'  after  consecrati<m. 
And  if  you  object,  that  if  it  be  not  what  it  seems,  then  the 
senses  are  deceived;  they  will  answer,  (a  Jesuit  being  bye*^, 
and  prompting  them),  the  senses  were  not  deceived,  because 
they  only  saw  colour,  shape,  figure,  and  the  other  accidents; 
but  the  inward  sense  and  understanding,  that  is,  the  man  was 
deceived,  when  he  thought  it  to  be  the  body  of  a  man ;  f<Mr 
under  those  accidents  and  appearances,  there  was  an  angd, 
or  a  Divinitjis  ^^^  ^^  ™sn :  and  now,  upon  the  grounds  of 
transubstantiation,  how*  can  they  be  confuted,  I  would  fain 
know. 

}  lib.  i.  4c  Escli.  c.  H.  Sect.  Rctposdent  noiUMUb 
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6.  But  TertolUan',  disputing  against  them,  uses  the 
aigument  of  sense,  as  the  only  instrument  of  concluding 
against  them  infaUibly :  ''  Non  licet  nobis  in  dubium  sensus 
istos  revocare/'  &c.  f'  It  is  not  lawful  to  doubt  of  our  senses, 
lest  the  same  doubt  be  made  concerning  Christ ;  lest,  perad- 
Tenture,  it  should  be  said,  he  was  deceived  when  he  said,  *  I 
saw  Satan,  like  lightning,  fall  from  heaven;'  or  when  he 
heard  the  voice  of  his  Father  testifying  concerning  him ;  or 
lest  he  should  be  deceived  when  he  touched  Peter's  wife's 
mother  by  the  hand ;  or  that  he  smelt  another  breath  of 
ointment,  and  not  what  was  offered  to  his  burial ;  *  Alium 
postea  vint  saporem,  quod  in  sanguinis  sui  memoriam  conse* 
cravit/  or  '  tasted  another  taste  of  wine,  which  he  consecrated 
to  the  memory  of  his  blood.'"  And  if  the  catholic  Chris- 
tians had  believed  the  substantial,  natural  presence  of  Christ's 
body  in  the  sacrament,  and,  consequently,  disbelieved  the 
testimony  of  four  senses,  as  the  church  of  Rome  at  this  day 
does,— « seeing,  smelling,  tasting,  feeling, — it  had  been  im* 
pudenoe  in  them  to  have  reproved  Marcion,  by  the  testimony 
of  two  senses,  concerning  the  verity  of  Christ's  body.  And 
supposing  that  our  eyes  could  be  deceived,  and  our  taste,  and 
oar  smelling,  yet  our  touch  cannot :  for  supposing  the  organs 
equally  disposed,  yet  *  touch '  is  the  guaidian  of  truth,  and 
his  nearest  natural  instrument ;  all  sensation  is  by  touch,  but 
the  other  senses  are  more  capable  of  being  deceived ;  be- 
cause, though  they  finally  operate  by  touch  variously  affected, 
yet  their  objects  are  further  removed  from  the  oi^an ;  and, 
therefore,  many  intermedial  things  may  intervene,  and,  pos- 
sibly, hinder  the  operation  of  the  sense ;  that  is,  bring  more 
disaurea  and  disturbances  to  the  action :  but  in  *  touch, '  the 
object  and  the  instrument  join  close  together ;  and,  therefore, 
there  can  be  no  impediment,  if  the  instrument  be  sound,  and 
the  object  proper.  And  yet  no  sense  can  be  deceived  in  that 
which  it  always  peroeives  alike ;  ^'  The  touch  can  never  be 
deceived";"  and,  therefore,  a  testimony  from  it  and  three 
senses  more,  cannot  possibly  be  refused :  and,  therefore,  it 
were  strange  if  all  the  Christians,  for  above  one  thousand  six 
hundred  years  together,  should  be  deceived,  as  if  the  eucha- 
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list  were  a  peipetaal  illusion,  and  a  riddle  to  the  senses,  for 
90  many  ages  together :  and  indeed  the  faolt,  in  this  case,- 
oould  not  be  in  the  senses :  and,  therefore,  TertuUian  and  St.- 
Austin"  dispute  wittily,  and  substantially,  that  the  senaea 
eould  never  be  deceived,  but  the  understanding  ought  to 
assent  to  what  they  relate  to  it,  or  represent :  for  if  any  man 
thinks  the.  staff  is  crooked  that  is  set  halfway  in  the  water, 
it  is  the  fault  of  his  judgment,  not  of  his  sense;  for  the  air 
and  the  water  being  several  mediums,  the  eye  ought  to  see 
otherwise  in  air,  otherwise  in  water;  but  the  uniderstanding 
must  not  coDoIude  falsely  from  these  true  premises*  which  the 
eye  ministers :  for  the  thicker  medium'  makes  a  fraetion  of 
the  species  by  incrassation  and  a  shadow;  and  when  a  man,  in 
the  yellow  jaundice,  thinks  every  thing  yellow,  it  is  not  the 
fiiiult  of  his  eye,  but  of  his  understanding ;  for  the  eye  does 
his  office  right,  for  it  perceives  just  as  is  represented  to  it, 
the  species  are  brought  yellow ;  but  the  fault  is  in  the  unde»- 
standing,  not  perceiving  that  the  species  are  stained  near 
the  eye,  not  further  off:  when  a  man,  in  a  fever,  thinks 
eveiy  thing  bitter,  his  taste  is  not  deceived,  but  judges 
vightly;  for  as  a  man,  that  chews  bread  and  aloes  together, 
tastes  not  false,  if  he  tastes  bitterness  ;•  so  it  is,  in  the  sick 
man's  case ;  the  juice  of  his  meat  is  mihgled  with  cbcler,  and 
the  taste  is  acute  and  exact,  by  perceiving  it  such  as  it  is  «o 
mingled.  The  purpose  of  whidi  discourse  is  tliis,  that  no 
notices  are  more  evident  and  more  certain  than  the  noticea 
of  sense ;  but  if  we  conclude  contrary  to  the  true  dictates  of 
senses,  the  fault  is  in  the  understanding,  collecting  false  con* 
clusioQS  from  right  premises "" :  it  follows,  therefore,  that,  in 
the  matter  of  the  eucharist,  we  ought  to  judge  that  which  our 
senses  tell  us ;  for  whatsoever  they  say  is  true :  for  no  deoeife 
can  come  by  them ;  but  the  deceit  is,  wh^n  we  believe  sorae-^ 
thing  besides  or  against  what  they  teU  us ;  e^peciiilly  when 
the  organ  is  perfect,  and  the  object  proper,  and  the  medium 
regular,  and  all  things  perfect,  and  the  same  always  and  to  aD 
men.  For  it  is  observable,  that,  in  this  case,  the  senses  are 
competent  judges  of  the  natural  being  of  what  they  see,  and 
taste,  and  smell,  and  feel ;  and,  according  to  that,  all  the 

"  LiU.  de  Animlk,  c.  87,  &c.    S.  Austin,  c.  33.  de  Verft  Religione. 
Dt  ^ffiMt  lib.  visv.    ^tmnOv^m  r  Mx*tm  tud  ^\4i4mu -^  id,  iM. 
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men  ia  the  world  can  swear,  that  what  ihey  see,  is  bread  andl 
wine;  hot  it  is  not  their  office  to  tell  ns,  what  they  become 
by  the  institution  of  our  Saviour;  for  that  we  are  to  learn  by. 
fcith,  that  What  is  bread  and  wine,  in  nature,  is,  by  Gted's 
ordinaace,  the  sacrament  of  the  body  and  blood  of  the 
Saviour  of  tlie  world ;  but  one  cannot  contradict  another ; 
and^.tfaerofore,  they  must  be  reconciled:  both  say  true,  that 
whidi  faith  teaches,  is  certain ;  and  that  which,  the  senses  of 
aD  men  teach  always,  that  also  is  certain  and  evident;  for. as 
the  rule  of  the  school  says  excellently,  '*  Grace  never  destroys 
natore,  but  perfects  it  p,"  and  so  it  is  in  the  consecration  of 
bread  and  wine;  in  which,  although  we  are  more  to.  regard 
their  significatioQ  than  their  matter,--T  their  holy  employinent 
tfian  their  natural  usage, — what  they  are  by. grace  ratbev 
than  what  they  are  by  nature,-*  that  they  are  sacramental 
rather  than  that  they  are'  nutritive, — that  they  are  conse^ 
crated  and  exalted  by  religion,  rather  than  that  they  are 
mean  and  low  in  Uieir  natural  beings, — what  they  are  to  the 
spir^  and  understanding,  rather  than  what  they  are  to  the 
^enae ; — yet  this  also  is  as  true  and  as  evident  as  the  other  x 
and,  tkerefiMre,  though  not  so  apt  for  our  meditation,  yet  aa 
certain  as  that  which  is. 

7.  Thirdly :  Though  it.be  a  hard  thing  to  be  pvt  to  prqv« 
that  bread  is  bread,  and  that  wine  is  wine ;  yet,  if  the  argu^ 
ments  and  notices  of  sense  may  not  pass  for  sufficient,  an 
impudent  person  may,  without  possibility  of  being  confuted^ 
outface  any  man,  that  an  oyster  is  a  rat,  and  that  a  candle  is 
a  pig  of  lead :  and  so  might  the  Egyptian  soothsayers  have 
been  too  hard  for  Moses ;  for  when  .they  changed  rods  into 
serp^its,  they  had  some  colour  to  tell  Pharaoh  they  were 
serpents  as  well  as  the  rod  of  Moses ;  but  if  they  had  faded 
to  tarn  the  water  into  blood,  they  needed  not  to  have-  been 
troubled,  if  they  could  have  borne  down  Pharaoh,  that,  though 
it  looked  like  water,  and  tasted  Uke  water,  yet,  by .  their 
enchantment,  they  had  made  it  venly  to  be  blood :  and,  upon 
this  ground  of  having  difiesent  substances,  improper  and  disr 
proportioned  accidents,  what  binders  them  but  they  migkt 
have  said  so?  and  if  they  had,  how  should  they  have  been 
confuted?    But  this  manner  of  proceeding  wou|d.  be  suf- 
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ficient  to  evacuate  all  reason/  aad  all  sciencey  and  all  notices 
of  things ;  and  we  may  as  well  conclude  snow  to  be  bladk, 
and  fire  cold,  and  two  and  two  to  make  five  and  twenty. 

8.  But,  it  is  said,  althongh  the  body  of  Christ  be  invested 
with  improper  accidents,  yet  sometimes  Christ  hath  appeared 
in  his  own  shape,  and  blood  and  flesh  hath  been  palled  out 
of  the  mouths  of  the  communicants :  and  Plegilus,  the  priest, 
saw  an  angel,  showing  Christ  to  him  in  form  of  a  child  upon 
the  altar,  whom  first  he  took  in  his  arms  and  kissed,  but  did 
eat  him  up  presently  in  his  other  shape,  in  the  shape  of  a 
wafer.  "  Speciosa  cert^  pax  nebulonis,  ut  qui  oris  praebnerat 
basium,  dentium  inferret  exitium,'*  said  Berengarius^:  **  It 
was  but  a  Judas'  kiss  to  kiss  with  the  lip,  and  bite  with  the 
teeth." —  But  if  such  stuff  as  this  may  go  for  argument,  we 
may  be  cloyed  with  them  in  those  unanswerable  authors, 
Simeon  Metaphrastes  for  the  Greeks,  and  Jacobus  de  Vora- 
gine  for  the  Latin,  who  make  it  a  trade  to  lie  for  God,  and 
for  the  interest  of  the  catholic  cause.  But,  however,  I  shall 
tell  a  piece  of  a  true  story.  In  the  time  of  Soter,  pope 
of  Rome,  there  was  an  in^KMtor  called  Mark ' ;  Ei^MAooroiof, 
that  was  his  appellative  s  and  he  wmripa  oiVov  Msfaycciw  «f09^ 
wotoifUfOf  f v^of to-Tfir,  mcu  hri  ^ttIw  mm  ritrnf  rSh  hiymt  Tn^  hruikiot»f 
mgfiftd  9m  igv^  awafalygffku  wotit,  *  pretending  to  make  the 
chalice  of  wine  and  water  eucharistical,  saying  long  prayers 
over  it,  made  it  look  red  or  purple,'  that  it  might  be  diought 
that  grace,  which  is  above  all  things,  does  drop  the  blood 
into  the  chalice  by  invocation.  Such  as  these  have  been 
often  done  by  human  artifice,  or  by  operation  of  the  devil, 
said  Alexander  of  Ales  '•  If  such  things  as  these  were  done 
regulariy,  it  were  pretence  enough  to  say  it  is  flesh  and  blood 
that  is  in  the  eucharist ;  but  when  nothing  of  this  is  done  by 
Ood,— but  heretics  and  knaves, jugglers  and  impostors,  hoping 
to  change  the  sacrament  into  a  charm,  by  abusing  the  spi* 
ritual  sense  into  a  gross  and  carnal,  against  the  authority  of 
Scripture  and  the  church,  reason  or  religion, — have  made 
pretences  of  those  things,  and  still  the  holy  sacrament,  in  all 
the  times  of  ministration,  hath  the  form  aikl  all  the  percepti- 
lulities  of  bread  and  wine :  as  we  may  believe  those  impostors 

4  Oail.  Mslmesbor.  de  Gcttis  Rcgom  Anglomm,  lib*  lii. 
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did  mofe  rely  upon  the  pretences  of  sense  than  of  other  an- 
goments,  and,  distrnsting  them,  did  fly  to  these  as  the  greater 
probation :  so  we  rely  upon  that  way  of  probation,  which 
they  would  have  counterfeited,  but  which  indeed  Christ,  in 
his  institution,  hath  still  left  in  the  nature  of  the  symbols, 
viz.  that  it  is  that  which  it  seems  to  be,  and  that  the  other 
superinduced  predicate  of  the  body  of  Christ  is  to  be  under^ 
stood  only  in  that  sense,  which  may  still  consist  with  that 
substance,  whose  proper  and  natural  accidents  remain,  and 
are  perceived  by  the  mouth,  and  hands,  and  eyes,  of  all  men. 
To  which  this  may  be  added,  that,  by  the  doctrine  of  the 
late  Roman  schools,  all  those  pretences  of  real  appearances 
of  Christ's  body  or  blood,  must  be  necessarily  concluded  to 
be  impostures,  or  airy  fantasms  and  illusions ;  because  them* 
selves  teach  that  Christ's  bpdy  is  so  in  the  sacrament, — that 
Christ's  own  eyes  cannot  see  his  own  body  in  the  sacrament: 
and  in  that  manner  by  which  it  is  there,  it  cannot  be  made 
visible ;  no,  not  by  the  absolute  power  of  God.  Nay,  it  can 
be  neither  seen,  nor  touched,  nor  tasted,  nor  felt,  nor  ima^ 
gined.  It  is  the  doctrine  of  Suarez,  in  3.  Tho.  disp.  63.  sect^ 
3.,  and  disp.  52.  sect.  1.,  and  of  Vasquez,  in  3.  torn.  3.  disp« 
191.  n.  22.,  which,  besides  that  it  reproves  the  whole  article; 
by  making  it  incredible  and  impossible,  it  doth  also  infinitely 
convince  all  these  apparitions,  if  ever  there  ^ere  any,  of 
deceit  and  fond  illusion.  I  had  no  more  to  say  in  this  parti- 
cular, but  that  the  Roman  doctors  pretend  certain  words  out 
of  St.  Cyril's  fourth  '  mystagogique  catechism,'  against  the 
doctrine  of  this  paragraph :  "  Pro  certissimo  habeas,"  8ic. 
'*  Be  sure  of  this,  that  this  bread,  which  is  seen  of  us,  is  not 
bread,  although  the  taste  perceives  it  to  be  bread,  but  the 
body  of  Christ;  for  under  the  species  of  bread,  the  body  ia 
given  to  thee;  under  the  species  of  wine,  the  blood  is  given 
to  thee." —  Here  if  we  will  trust  St.  Cyril's  words,  at  least  in 
BeUarmine's  and  Brerely's  sense,  and  understand  of  them 
before  you  will  believe  your  own  eyes,  you  may.  For  St. 
Cyril  bids  you  not  believe  your  sense.  For  taste  and  sight 
tella  you  it  is  bread,  but  it  is  not.  But  here  is  no  harm  done. 
2.  For  himself  plainly  explains  his  meaning  in  his  next 
catechism.  '  Think  not,  that  you  taste  bread  and  wine,' 
saith  he.^No,  what  then?  'A>^  arrlrinra  uai  cifAorpi  ma) 
alftaroi,  *  but  the  antitypes  of  the  body  and  blood  :'  and  in 
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ihis  T^  place  be  calte  bread  riw^i,  '  a  type ;'  irrvvM  a^oir 
iiid/reuirci  to  ^fiOy  and,  therefore,  it  is  very  Ul  rendered  by  the 
Roman,  priests  by  '  species,'  which  signifies  accidental  fortns: 
for  tim^  signifies  no  such  thing,  but  c!3b( ;  which  is  not  St. 
Cyril's  word  3.  He  says  it  is  not  bread,  though  the  tasted 
feel  it  so ;  that  is,  '  it  is  not  mere  bread,'  which  is  an  usual 
ejqpression  among  the  fathers,  '  Non  est  panis  communis,' 
says  Ireneus  < ;  w  yap  »f  xoiyoy  ofroy,  says  Justin  Martyr ;  just 
as  St.  Chrysostom  says  of  baptismal  water,  '  it  is  not  coin- 
mon  water ;'  and  as  St  Cyril  himself  says  of  the  sacramental 
bread,  «v«  fn  a^ros  >dTOf,  '  it  is  not  mere  bread,*  aMit  rSipta 
fMfiw, '  but  the  Lord's  body.' —  For  if  it  were  not  that,  in 
aome  sense  or  other,  it  were  still  mere  bread,  but  that  it  ia 
not.  But  this  manner  of  speaking  is  not  unusual  in  the  holy 
Scriptures,  that  restrained  and  tnodificated  negatives  be  pro* 
pounded  in  simple  and  absolute  forms.  *'  I  have  giveii  them 
gtatutes  which  are  not  good  "•"  **  I  will  have  mercy  and  not 
sacrifice  *."  *'  They  have  not  rejected  thee,  but  me  n"  "  It 
is  not  you  that  speak,  but  the  Spirit  of  my  Father.'^  "  I 
came  not  to  send  peace,  but  a  sword  *."  **  He  that  believeth 
on  me,  believeth  not  on  me,  but  on  him  that  sent  me."  And, 
''  If  I  bear  witness  of  myself,  my  witness  is  not  trueV' 
whidh  is  expressly  confronted  by  St.  John^:  *'  Though  I  bear 
record  of  myself,  yet  my  record  is  true ;"  which  shows  mani- 
festly, that  the  simple  and  absolate. negative  in  the  former 
I^ace,  must,  in  his  signification,  be  restrained.  So  Si.  Paul 
speaks  usually :  *'  Henceforth  I  know  no  man  according  to 
the  fl^sh  *^."  ''  We  have  no  strife  against  flesh  and  blood  '.^ 
And  in  the  ancient  doctor^,  nothing  more  ordinary  than  to 
express  limited  Senses  by  unlimited  words;  which  is  so 
known,  that  I  should  lose  my  time,  and  abuse  the  reader's 
patience,  if  I  should  heap  up  instances.  So  Iremeus :  **  He 
that  hath  received  the  Spirit,  is  no  more  flesh  and  blood,  but 
spirit." —  And  Epiphanius  affirms  the  same  of  the  flesh  6f  a 
temperate  man :  **  It  is  not  flei»h,  but  is  changed  into  spirit:" 
so  we  say  of  a  drunken  man,  and  a  furious  person :  ''  He  is 
XH>t  a  me^,  but  a  beast." —  And  they  speak  thus  particulariy 

'  Lib.  iv.  contr.  Haeres.  c.  34.   Psal.  xxii.  bouiil.  16» 
■  Exek.  XX.  25.  *  Ho8.  fi.  6.  '  I  Sam.  viii.  7. 
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in  &e  matter  of  the  holy  sJEtcntment,  as  appanra  id  the  in- 
ttances  above  reckoned,  and  in  others  reapersed  over  this 
treatise.  But  to  return  to  the  present  objection,  it  is  observ«> 
able  that  St.  Cyril  does  not  say  *  it  is  not  bread,  though  the 
sense  suppose  it  to  be  so,  for  that  woald  have  supposed  the 
taste  to  have  been  deceived,  which  he  affirms  not ;  and  if  he 
had,  we  could  not  have  belilfved  hita ;  but  he  says,  '  though 
the  sense  perceive  it  to  be  bread/  so  that  it  is  still  bread,  else 
the  taste  would  not  perceive  it  to  be  so ;  but '  it  is  more/  and 
the  sense  does  not  perceive  it ;  for  it  is  *  the  body  of  our 
Lord.'  Here,  then,  is  his  own  answer  plainly  opposed  to  Ihe 
objection ;  he  says,  '  it  is  not  bread/  that  is,  '  it  is  not  mere 
bread  /  and  so  say  we :  he  says,  that  '  it  is  the  body  of  our 
Lord,  arrtrirrovj  the  antitype  of  the  Lord's  body,'  and  so  say 
we ;  he  says,  '  the  sense  perceives  it  to  be  bread  /  but  it  is 
more  than  the  sense  perceives;  so  he  implies,  and  so  we 
affirm ;.  and  yet  we  may  trust  our  sense  for  all  that  it  tells  us, 
and  our  understanding  too,  for  all  it  learns  besides.  The 
like  to  this  are  the  words  of  St.  Chrysostom  %  where  he  says| 
**  We  cannot  be  deceived  by  his  words :  but  our  sense  is 
often  deceived ;  look  not  at  what  is  before  us,  but  observe 
Christ's  words.  Nothing  sensible  is  given  to  us,  but  things 
mscDsible,  by  things  sensible,"  &c.  This,  and  many  higher 
things  thaa  tVs,  are  in  St.  Chrysostom,  not  only  relating  to 
this,  but  to  the  other  sacrament  also.  ''  Think  not  thoif 
receivest  the  body  from  a  man,  but  fire  from  the  tongue  of  a 
seraphim/'  that  for  the  eucharist:  —  and  for  th^  baptism 
this :  **  The  priest  baptizes  thee  not,  but  God  holds'  thy 
head/'  In  the  same  sense  that  these  admit,  in  the  same  sense 
we  may  understand  his  other  'words ;  they  are  tragical  and 
highy  but  may  have  a  sober  sense ;  but  literally  they  sound  a 
contradiction ;  that  nothing  sensible  should  be  given  us  in 
the  sacrament;  and  yet  that  nothing  insensible  should  be 
given,^  but  what  is  conveyed  by  things  sensible ;  but  it  is  not 
worth  the  while  to  stay  here,:  only  this,  the  words  of  St: 
Chrysostom  are  good  counsel,  and  such  as  we  follow ;  for,  in 
this  case,  we  do  not  finally  rely  upon  sense,  or  resolve  all  into 
it ;  but  we  trust  it  only  for  so  much  as  it  ought  to  be  trusted 
for ;  but  we  do  not  finally  rest  upon  it,  but  upon  faith,  and 

«  Hi^muU  83.  upon  $t»  M«tt. 
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look  not  on  the  things  proposed,  but  attend  to  the  words  of 
Christ,  and  though  we  see  it  to  be  bread,  we  also  believe  it 
4o  be  his  body,  in  that  sense  which  he  intended. 


SECTION   XL 

The  Doctrine  of  TransubsiatUiaiion  i$  wholly  vnthout,  and 

against  Reason. 

1.  When  we  discourse  of  mysteries  of  faith  and  articles  of 
religion,  it  is  certain  that  the  greatest  reason  in  the  world,  to 
which  all  other  reasons  must  yield,  is  this, — '  Gk>d  hath  said 
it,  therefore  it  is  true.'  Now  if  God  had  expressly  said, '  This 
which  seems  to  be  bread,  is  my  body  in  the  natural  sense/ 
or  to  that  purpose,  there  had  been  no  more  to  be  said  in  the 
afiair;  all  reasons  against  it  had  been  but  sophisms;  when 
Christ  hath  said, '  This  is  my  body/  no  man  that  pretends  to 
Christianity,  doubts  of  the  truth  of  these  words,  all  men  sub- 
mitting their  understanding  to  the  obedience  of  faith :  but 
since  Christ  did  not  affirm,  that  he  spake  it  in  the  natural 
sense,  but  there  are,  not  only  in  Scripture,  many  prejudices, 
but  in  common  sense  much  evidence  against  it,  if  reason  also 
protests  against  the  article,  it  is  the  voice  of  God,  and  to  be 
heard  in  this  question.    Fori 

Noo^mn  aliod  iiAtari,  alioil  tapientia  dicit^ 

And  this  the  rather,  because  there  are  so  many  ways  to 
verify  the  words  of  Christ,  without  this  strange  and  new 
doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  that  in  vain  will  the  words  of 
Christ  be  pretended  against  reason ;  whereas  the  words  of 
Christ  may  be  many  ways  verified,  if  transubstantiation  be 
condemned :  as,  first,  if  Picus  Mirandula's  proposition  be 
true,  which .  in  Rome  .he  offered  to  dispute  publicly,  that 
*  Paneitas  possit  suppositare  corpus  Domini,'  which  I  sup- 
pose, if  it  be  expounded  in  sensible  terms,  means,  '  that  it 
may  be  bread  and  Christ's  body  too  /  or,  secondly,  if  Luther's 
and  the  ancient  schoolmen's  ways  be  true,  that  Christ's  body 
be  present  together  with  the  bread ;  —  in  that  sense  Christ's 

■  JnTen.  Sat.  xif .  f. 
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words  might  be  trde,  though  no  transubstantiation ;'  and  this 
ia  the  sense,  which  is  followed  by  the  Greek  church.  3.  If 
Boquinus's  way  be  true,  that  between  the  bread  and  Christ's 
body  there  were  a  communication  of  proprieties,  as  there  is 
betweien  the  Deity  and  humanity  of  our  blessed  Saviour; 
then,  as  we  say,  '  God  gave  himself  for  us/  and  the  blessed 
virgin  is  Stor&o^,  '  the  mother  of  God/  and  '  God  sufieried 
and  rose  again/  meaning,  that  God  did  it  according  to  his 
supposed  humanity,— so  we  may  say,  'this  is  Christ's  body/ 
by^  the  communication  of  the  idioms  or  proprieties  to  the 
bread,  with  which  it  is  united.  4.  If  our  way  be  admitted, 
that  Christ  is  there  after  a  real  spiritual  manner;  the  words 
of  Christ  are  tnie,  without  any  need  of  admitting  transub- 
stantiation. 5.  I  coiild  instance,  in  the  way  of  Johannes 
Longus,  in  his  annotations  upon  the  second  apology  of  Justin 
Martyr,  "  Hoc  est  corpus  meum/'  that  is,  "  My  body  is  this," 
'  is  nourishment  spiritual,  as  this  is  natural.'  6.  The  way  of 
Johanries  Campanus  would  afford  me  a  sixth  instance,  "  Hoc 
est  corpus  meum,"  that  is,  '  meum'  as  it  is  '  mea  creatura/ 
7.' Jbhdnnes  h  Lasco,  Bucer,  and  the  Socinians,  refer  '  hoc' 
to  tlie  whole  ministry,  and  mean  that  to  be  representative  of 
Christ's  body.  8.  If  Rupertus  the  abbot's  way  were'  ad- 
mitted, which  was  confuted  by  Algerus,  and  is  almost  like 
that  of  Boquinus,  that,  between  Chrises  body  and  the  conse- 
crate symbols  there  was  an  hypostatical  union,  then  both 
substances  would  remain,  and  yet  it  were  a  true  proposition 
to  affirm  of  the  whole  hypostasis, '  this  is  the  body  of  Christ/ 
—  Many  more  I  could  reckon ;  all  which,  or  any  of  which, 
if  it  were  admitted,  the  words  of  Christ  stand  true  and  un- 
contradicted ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  a  huge  folly  to  quarrel  at 
them,  that  admit  not  transubstantiation,  and  to  say,  they  deny 
the  words  of  Christ.  And,  therefore,  it  must  not  now  be 
said, '  Reason  is  not  to  be  heard  against  an  article  of  faith  ;' 
for  that  this  is  ah  article  of  faith,  cannot  nakedly  be  inferred 
from  the  words  of  Christ,  which  are  capable  of  so  many 
meanings.  Therefore,  reason,  in  this  case,  is  to  be  heard  by 
them,  that  will  '  give  a  reason  of  their  faith ;'  as  it  is  com- 
manded in  Scripture ;  much  less  is  that  to  be  admitted,  which 
Fisher  or  Flued,  the  Jesuit,  was  bold  to  say  to  king  James ; 
that  because  transubstantiation  seems  so  much  against 
reason,  therefore  it  is  to  be  admitted,  as  if  faith  were  mord 

VOL.  X.  c 
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faith  for  being  agiinst  reason.  Against  this,  for  the  present, 
I  shall  oppose  the  excellent  words  of  St  Anstia  ^ : ''  Si  mani« 
festisstiDs  certieque  ration!  velat  Scriptnramm  sanctaram 
objicitur  auctoritas,  non  inteOtgit  qui  hoc  facit,  et  non  Scrip- 
torarum  illaram  sensum,  ad  quem  penetrare  non  potnit,  sed 
suum  potijls  objicit  veritati:  nee  qnod  in  eis,  sed  quod  in 
seipsoy  velnt  pro  eis,  invenit,  opponit :"  ''  He  that  opposes 
the  authority  of  the  holy  Scriptures  against  manifest  and 
certain  reason,  does  neither  understand  himself  nor  the 
Scripture/'  Indeed,  when  God  hath  plainly  declared  the 
particular^  the  more  it  seems  against  my  reasons,  the  greater 
is  my  obedience  in  submitting;  but  that  is,  because  my 
reasons  are  but  sophisms,  since  truth  itself  hath  declared 
plainly  against  them :  but  if  Ood  hath  not  plainly  declared 
against  that  which  I  call  reason,  my  reason  must  not  be 
contested,  by  a  pretence  of  faith,  but  upon  some  other 
account ;  ''  Ratio  qum  ratione  concertet." 

3.  Secondly ;  But  this  is  such  a  fine  device,  that  it  can, 
if  it  be  admitted,  warrant  any  literal  interpretation  against  all 
the  pretences  of  the  worid :  for  when  Christ  said,  ''  If  thy 
right  eye  offend  thee,  pluck  it  out;" — Here  are  the  plain 
words  of  Christ :  And,  '*  Some  make  themselves  eunuchs  for 
the  kingdom  of  heaven;"— •nothing  plainer  in  the  gram- 
matical sense:  and  why  do  we  not  do  it?  Because  it  is  an 
unnatural  thing  to  mangle  our  body  for  a  spiritual  cause, 
which  may  be  supplied  by  other  more  gentle  instruments. 
Yea,  but  reason  is  not  to  be  heard  against  the  plain  words  of 
Christ,  and  the  greater  our  reason  is  against  it,  the  greater 
excellency  in  our  obedience;  that  as  '  Abraham,  against 
hope,  believed  in  hope,'  so  we,  against  reason,  may  believe  in 
the  greatest  reason,  the  Divine  revelation :  and  what  can  be 
spoken  against  this  ? 

4.  Thirdly ;  Stapleton,  confuting  Luther's  opinion  of  con« 
substantiation,  pretends  against  it  many  absurdities  drawn 
from  reason^;  and  yet  it  would  have  been  ill  taken,  if  it 
should  have  been  answered,  that  '  the  doctrine  ought  the 
rather  to  be  believed,  because  it  is  so  unreasonable ;'— which 
answer  is  something  Uke  our  new  preachers,  who  pretend, 

*  Ep.  7. 

«  Prompt.  Cath.  ler.  S.  bcbd.  Saoct.  sec.  3.  in  h«c  ▼ertM :   Hoe  ct t 
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IN  THE  HOLY  SACRAHENT;  19 

that  therefore  they  are  spiritual  men,  because  they  have  no 
kaming ;  they  are  to  confound  the  wise,  because  they  are 
the  weak  things  of  the  world ;  and  that  they  are  to  be  heard 
the  rather,  because  there  is  the  less  reason  they  should ; — so 
crying  stinking  fish,  that  men  may  buy  it  the  more  greedily. 
But  I  wiU  proceed  to  the  particulars  of  reason  in  this  article; 
being  contented  with  this,  that  if  the  adverse  party  shall 
refuse  this  way  of  arguing,  they  may  be  reproved  by  saying, 
'  they  refuse  to  hear  reason,' — and  it  will  not  be  easy  for 
them,  in  despite  of  reason,  to  pretend  faith ;  for  ototoi,  and 
pA  Ixortii  m^Tttf,  *  unreasonable  men,'  and  '  they  that  have  not 
faith,'  are  equivalent  in  St.  Paul's  expression '^. 

5.  FinBt;  I  shall  lay  this  prejudice  in  the  article,  as  re- 
lating to  the  discourses  of  reason ;  that  in  die  words  of  insti- 
tati(Mi,  there  is  nothing  that  con  be  pretended  to  prove  the 
conversion  of  the  substance  of  bread  into  the  body  of  Christ, 
but  tbe  same  will  infer  the  conversion  of  the  whole  into  the 
whole ;  and  therefore  of  the  accidents  of  the  bread  into  the 
accidents  of  the  body.  And,  in  those  little  pretences  of  phi- 
losopby;  which  these  men  sometimes  make  to  cozen  fools 
into  a  belief  of  the  possibility,  they  pretend  to  no  instance, 
but  to  such  conversions,  in  \i4iich,  if  the  substance  is  changed, 
so  also  are  the  accidents :  sometimes  the  accident  is  changed 
in  the  same  remaining  substance ;  but  if  the  substance  be 
changed,  the  accidents  never  remain  the  same  individually; 
or  in-  kind,  unless  they  be  symbolical,  that  is,  are  common 
to  both,  as  in  the  change  of  elements,  of  air  into  fire,  of  water 
into  earth.  Thus  when  Christ  changed  water  into  wine,  the 
substances  being  changed,  the  accidents  also  were  altered, 
and  the  wine  did  not  retain  the  colour'  and  taste  of  water ; 
for  then,  though  it  had  been  the  stranger  miracle,  that  wme 
should  be  wine,  and  yet  look  and  taste  like  water, — ^yet  it 
would  have  obtained  but  little  advantage  to  his  doctrine  and 
person,  if  he  should  have  offered  to  prove  his  mission  by 
such  a  miracle.  For  if  Christ  had  said  to  his  guests ;  *  To 
prove  that  I  am  come  from  God,  I  will  change  this  water 
into  wine  ;'  well  might  this  prove  his  mission :  but  if,  while 
the  guests  were  wondering  at  this,  he  should  proceed  and 
say, '  Wonder  ye  not  at  this,  for  I  will  do  a  stranger  thing 

^  2  Then.  iii.  S. 
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than  ity  for  this  water  shall  be  changed  into  wine^  and  yet  I 
will  so  order  it,  that  it  shall  look  like  water,  and  taste  like  it, 
so  that  you  shall  not  know  one  from  the  other:'  Certainly 
tiiis  would  have  made  the  whole  matter  rery  ridiculous ;  and 
indeed  it  is  a  strange  device  of  these  men  to  suppose  God  to 
work  so  many  prodigious  miracles,  as  must  be  in  transub- 
stantiation,  if  it  were  at  all,^— And  yet  that  none  of  these  should 
be  seen;  for  to  what  purpose  is  a  miracle,  that  cannot  be 
perceived  ?  It  can  prove  nothing,  nor  do  any  thing,  when 
itself  is  not  known  whether  it  be  or  no.  When  bread  is 
turned  into  fleshy  and  wine  into  blood,  in  the  nourishment  of 
our  bodies  (which  I  have  seen  urged  for  the  credibility  of 
transubsiahtiation),  the  bread,  as  it  changes,  his  nature, 
changes  his  accidents  too,  and  is  flesh  in  colour,  and  shape, 
and  dimensions,  and  weight,  and  operation,  as  well  as  it  is 
in  substance.  Now  let  them  rub  their  foreheads  hard,  and 
tell  us,  it  is  so  in  the  holy  sacrament.  For  if  it  be  not  so, 
then  no  instance  of  the  change  of  natural  substances,  from 
one  form  to  another,  can  be  pertinent :.  for,  1.  Though  it  be 
no  more  than  is  done  in  every  operation  of  a  body,  yet  it  is 
always  with  change  of  their  proper  accidents;  and  then 
2.  It  can,  with  no  force  of  the  words  of  the  institution,  be 
pretended,  that  one  ought  to  be,  or  can  be,  without  the 
other.  'For  he  that  says,  this  is  the  body  of  a  man,  says  that 
it  hath  the  substance  of  a  human  body,  and  all  his  con- 
sequents, that  is,  the  accidents :  and  he  that  says,  this  is 
the  body  of  Alexander,  says  (besides  the  substance)  that  it 
hatJi  all  the  individuating  conditions,  which  are  the  parti- 
cular accidents ;  and  therefore  Cihrist,  affirming  this  to  be 
his  body,  did  as  much  affirm  the  change  of  accidents  as  the 
change  of  substance :  because  that  change,  is  naturally  and  * 
essentially  consequent  to  this.  Now  if  they  say, '  they  there- 
fore do  not  believe  the  accidents  of  bread  to  be  changed, 
because  they  see  them  remain;'  I  might  reply,.' Why  will 
they  believe  their  sense  against  faith  V  since  there  may  be 
evidence,  but  here  is  certainty ;  and  it  cannot  be  deceived, 
though  our  eyes  can :  and  it  is  certain,  that  Christ  affirmed 
it  without  distinction  of  one  part  from  another,  of  substance 
from  his  usual  aocidents.  **  This  is  my  body :"  '  Hoc,*'  Hie,' 
•  Nunc,'  and  *  Sic' — Now,  if  they  think  their  eyes  may  be 
credited  for  all  the  words  of  our  blessed  Saviour,  why  shall 
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not  their  reason  also  ?  or  is  it  nothing  so  certain  to  the  un- 
derstanding, as  any  thing  is  to  the  eye  ?  If,  therefore,  it  be 
unreasonable  to  say,  that  the  accidents  of  bread  are  changed 
against  our  sense,  so  it  will  be  unreasonable  to  say,  that  the 
substance  is  changed  against  our  reason ;  not  but  that  God 
can,  and  does  often  change  one  substance  into  another^  and 
it  is  done  in  every  natural  production  of  a  substantial  form ; 
but  that  we  say  it  is  unreasonable,  that  this  should  be  changed 
into  flesh,  not  to  flesh  simply,  for  so  it  is  when  we  eat  it; — 
nor  into  Christ's  flesh  simply,  for  so  it  might  have  been,  if 
he  had,-  as  it  is  probable  he  did,  eaten  the  sacrament  him- 
self,— ^but  into  that  body  of  Christ,  which  is  in  heaven ;  he 
remaining  there,  and  being  whole  and  impassible,  and  un- 
frangible,  this,  we  say,  is  unreasonable  and  impossible :  and 
that  is  now  to  be  proved. 

6.  Secondly ;  In  this  question,  when  our  adversaries  are 
to  cozen  any  of  the  people,  they  tell  them,  the  protestants 
deny  God's  omnipotency, —  for  so  they  are  pleased  to  call  our 
denying  their  dreams :  and  this  device  of  theirs  to  escape  is 
older  than  their  doctrine  of  transubstantiation ;  for  it  was  th^ 
trick  of  the  Manichees,  the  Eutychians,  the  Apollinarista. 
the  Arians,  when  they  were  confuted  by  the  arguments  of 
the  catholics,  to  fly  to  God's  omnipotency ;  asro  roiruv  idigyor- 
fuwtn  Koyto'fAUv  uarenptifyowrt  hci  to  iuvarov  shcu  9e^,  says  Nazian- 
zen*,  and  it  was  very  usually  by  the  fathers  called  the  sane* 
tuary  of  heretics :  ''  Potentia  (inquiuntl  ei  hasc  est,  ut  falsa 
sint  vera :  mendacis  est,  ut  falsum  dicat  verum>  quod  Deo  noa 
compettt,"  saith  St.  Austin :  **  They  pretend  it  to  belong  to 
God's  power  to  verify  their  doctrine,  that  is,  to  make  fala^ 
hood  truth ;  that  is  not  power,  but  a  lie,  which  cannot  be  in 
God :"  and  this  was  older  than  the  Arians ;  it  was  the  trick 
of  the  old  tragedians ;  so  Plato  told  them ;  mtia»  rt  d^f^dv, 
ivi  roi  (Asnxfiaa^  MorraiPfiyovaiy  ^^Qvt  al^om^^  i  which  Cicero  ren- 
dering, says,  **  Cum  expli<^are  arguQienti  exitum  n^n,  potestis, 
eonfugitis.  ad  deung^ :"  •'  When  ypu  c?^not  bring  your  a.rgu- 
ment  about,  you  fly  to  the  power  of  God*.'* — But  wheu  we 
say,  tbia  ia  imposaible  to  b^  done,  either  we  mean  it  naturally 

•  Oiat.  51.  Ti^eodor.  dial,  ar^tr,  Tertull.  conlr.  Praxeam.  c  .x.  79.  Vet, 
ct  Mov.  Testam. 
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or  ordinarily  impossible ;  that  is,  such  a  thing  which  cannot, 
widiout  a  miracle^  be  done ;  as  a  child  cannot,  with  his  hands, 
break  a  giant's  arm,  or  a  man  cannot  eat  a  millstone,  or,  with 
his  finger,  touch  the  moon.  Now,  in  matters  of  religion, 
although  to  show  a  thing  to  be  thus  impossible  is  not  enough 
to  prove  it  was  not  at  all,  if  God  said  it  was ;  for  although 
to  man  it  be  impossible,  yet  to  God  all  things  are  possible ; 
yet  when  the  question  is  of  the  sense  of  the  words  of  Scrip- 
ture, which  are  capable  of  various  interpretations,  he  that 
brings  an  argument  'ab  impossibili'  against  any  one  inter- 
pretation, showing  that  it  infers  such  an  ordinary  impossi- 
bility, as  cannot  be  done  without  a  miracle,  has  sufficiently 
concluded,  not  against  the  words,  for  nothing  ought  to  pre- 
judice them,— -but  against  such  an  interpretation,  as  infers 
that  impossibility.  Thus  when,  in  Scripture,  we  find  it  re^ 
corded  that  Christ  was  bom  of  a  Virgin, — to  say  this  is  im- 
possible, is  no  argument  against  it ;  because  although  it  be 
naturally  impossible  (which  I  think  is  demonstrable  against 
the  Arabian  physicians),  yet  to  him  that  said  it,  it  is  also 
possible  to  do  it.  But  then  if  from  hence  any  man  shall 
obtrude  as  an  article  of  faith,  that  the  blessed  Virgin  Mother 
was  so  a  virgin,  that  her  holy  Son  came  into  the  world 
without  any  aperture  of  his  mother's  womb,  I  doubt  not  but 
an  argument '  ab  impossibili '  is  a  sufficient  conviction  of  the 
falsehood  of  it ;  though  this  impossibility  be  only  an  ordinary 
and  natural ;  because  the  words  of  Scripture,  affirming  Christ 
to  be  bom  of  a  virgin,  say  only  that  he  was  not  begotten  by 
natural  generation ;  not  that  his  egression  from  his  mother's 
womb  made  a  penetration  of  dimensions.— To  instance  once 
more :  The  words  of  Scripture  are  plain,  that  Christ  is  '  man,' 
that  Christ  is  *  God ;'  here  are  two  natures,  and  yet  but  one 
Christ ;  no  impossibility  ought  to  be  pretended  against  these 
plain  words,  but  they  must  be  sophisms,  because  they  dispute 
against  truth  itself.  But  now  if  a  Monothelite  shall  say, 
that,  by  this  unity  of  nature,  God  hath  taught  an  unity  of 
wills  in  Christ,  and*  that  he  had  but  one  will,  because  he  is 
but  one  person :  I  do  not  doubt  but  an  argument  from  an 
ordinary  and  natural  impossibility  will  be  sufficient  to  con- 
vince him  of  his  heresy ;  and,  in  this  case,  the  Monothelite 
hath  no  reason  to  say,  that  the  orthodox  Christian  denies 
God's  omnipotency,  and  says,  that  God  cannot  unite  the  will 
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of  ChruVs  buinanity  to  the  will  of  his  divinity :  and  this  is 
true  in  every  thing,  which  is  not  declared  minutely,  and  in 
his  particular  sense.  There  is  ordinarily  no  greater  argument 
in  the  world,  and  none  better  is  commonly  used,  nor  any 
better  required,  than  to  reduce  the  opinion  to  an  impossi- 
bility ;  for  if  this  be  not  tnie  without  a  niiracle,  you  must 
prove  your  extraordinary,  and  demonstrate  your  miracle; 
which  will  be  found  to  be  a  new  impossibility.  A  sense, 
that  cannot  be  true  without  a  miracle  to  make  it  so,  it  is  a 
miracle  if  it  be  true ;  and,  therefore,  let  the  literal  sense  in 
any  place  be  presumed,  and  have  the  advantage  of  the  first 
offer  or  presumption ;  yet  if  it  be  ordinarily  impossible  to  be 
so,  and  without  a  miracle  cannot  be  so,  and  the  miracle  no 
where  affirmed,  then  to  affirm  the  literal  sense  is  the  hugest 
folly  that  can  be,  in  the  interpretation  of  any- Scriptures* 

7.  But  there  is  an  impossibility  which  is  absolute,  which 
God  cannot  do,  therefore,  because  he  is  Almighty ;  for  to  do 
them  were  impoteney,  and  want  of  power ;  as  Qod  cannot 
lie, — ^he  cannot  be  deceived,-<^he  cannot  be  mocked, — he 
cannot  die,-*— he  cannot  deny  himself,^ — nor  do  unjustly  :--* 
And  I  remember,  that  Dionysius  brings  in  (by  way  of  scorn) 
Elymas,  the  ec^roerer,  finding  fault  with  St.  Paul  for  saying 
God  could  not  deny  himself;  as  if  the  saying  so,  were  d^ 
nying  God's  omnipotency ;  so  Elymas  olijected ;  as  is  to  be 
seen  in  the  book  de  Divin.  Nom*  c.  8,  And  by  the  consent 
of  all  the  world  it  is  agreed  upon  this  expreesion, '  That  God 
cannot  reconcile  contradictions ;'  that  is,  it  is  no  part  of  the 
Divine  omnipotency  to  make  the  same  proposition  true  and 
ftlse,  at  the  same  time,  in  the  ssune  respect;  it  is  absolutely 
impossible,  that  the  same  thing  should  be  and  not  be,  at  the 
same  time/-*^that  the  same  thing,  so  constituted  in  his  own 
formality,  should  lose  the  formality  or  essential  affirmative ; 
and  yet  remain  the  same  thing.  For  it  is  absolutely  the  first 
truth,  that  can  be  affirmed  in  metaphysical  notices,  *  Nothing 
can  be,  and  not  be.'  This  is  it,  in  which  all  men  and  all 
sciences,  and  aU  religions  are  agreed  upon,  as  a  prime  truth 
in  all  senses,  and  without  distinctions.  For  if  any  thing 
could  be,  and  not  be,  at  the  same  time,-^then  tber^  would 
be  something  whose  being  were  not  to  be.  Nay>  Dominions 
k  Soto  affirms  expressly  \  that  not  only  things  only  cannot  be 

^  Qusest.  in  Pbys.  lib.  S.  q.  4. 
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done  by  God,  which,  intrinsically,  fonnally,  and  expressly, 
infer  two  contradictories,  but  those  also,  which  the  under- 
standing, at  the  first  proposal,  does,  by  his  natural  light, 
dissent  from,  and  can  by  no  means  admit;  because  that 
which  is  so  repugnant  to  the  understanding,  naturally  does 
"  SU&  naturli  repugnare,"  '^  is  impossible  in  the  nature  of 
things;''  and  therefore,  when  it  is  said  in  St. Luke,  'nothing 
is  impossible  with  God,'  it  is  meant ;  '  Nothing  is  impossible, 
but  that  which  naturally  repugns  to  the  understanding.' 

Now  to  apply  this  to  the  present  question;  our  adver- 
saries do  not  deny,  but  that  in  the  doctrine  of  transubstan- 
tiation/  there  are  a  great  many  impossibilities,  which  are  such 
naturally  and  ordinarily ;  but,  by  Divine  power,  they  can  be 
done ;  but  that  they  are  done,  they  have  no  warrant,  but  the 
plain  literal  sense  of  the  words  of ''  Hoc  est  corpus  meum." 
Now  this  is  so  far  from  proving,  that  God  does  work  per- 
petual miracles  to  verify  the  sense  of  it,  that  the  working 
of  miracles  ought  to  prove  that  to  be  the  sense  of  it.  Now 
the  probation  of  a  proposition  by  miracles  is  an  open  thing, 
clear  as  thunder;  and  being  a  matter  oC sense,  and,  conse- 
quently, more  known  than  the  thing  which  they  intend  to 
prove,  ought  not  to  be  proved  by  that,  which  is  the  thing  in 
question.  And  therefore  to  say,  that  God  will  work  a  miracle 
rather  than  his  words  should  be  false,  is  certain,  but  im- 
pertinent :  for  concerning  the  words  themselves  there  is  no 
question,  and  therefore  now  no  more  need  of  miracles  to 
confirm  them;  concerning  the  meaning  of  them  is  the  ques- 
tion; they  say  this  is  the  meaning. — Quest.  How  do  you 
prove  it,  since  there  are  so  many  impossibilities  in  it  natu- 
rally and  ordinarily  ?  Answ.  Because  God  said  it,  therefore 
it  is  true. — Resp.  Yea,  that  God  said  the  words  we  doubi 
not,  but  that  his  words  are  to  be  understood  in  your  sense, 
thi^t  I  doubt;  because,  if  I  believe  your  sense,  I  must  admit 
m^y  things  prdinarily  impossible.  Answ.  Yea,  but  nothing 
is  impossible  to  God. — Resp.  T^rue;  nothing  that  can  be 
done,  exceeds  his  power  :  but  supposing  this  absolutely  pos- 
sible, yet  how  does  it  appear,  that  God  will  do  a  miracle  to 
verify  your  sense,  which,  otherwise,  cannot  be  true ;  when, 
without  a  miracle,  the  words  may  be  true  in  many  other 
senses  ?  '  Jam  die,  Posthume  :'  for  it  is  hard,  that  men,  by 
a  continual'  effort  s^nd  violence,  should  ms^ntain  a  propositioii 
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against  reason  and  his  unquestionable  maxims,  thinking  it 
sufficient  to  oppose  against  it  God's  omnipotency;  as  if  the 
cry  out '  a  miracle'  were  a.  sufficient  guard  against  all  absurdity 
in  the  world :  as  if  the  wisdom  of  God  did  arm  his  power 
against  his  truth,  and  that  it  were  a  fineness  of  spirit  to  be 
able  to  believe  the  two  parts  of  a  contradiction,  and  all  upon 
confidence  of  a  miracle,  which  they  cannot  prove.  And 
indeed  it  were  something  strange,  that  thousands  and  thou? 
sands  of  times,  every  day  for  above  fifteen  hundred  years 
together,  the  same  thing  should  be  done,  and  yet  this  should 
be  called  a  miracle,  that  is,  a  daily  extraordinary :  for  by  this 
time  it  would  pass  into  nature  and  a  rule,  and  so  become  a 
supernatural  natural  event,  an  extra  regular  rule,  an  extra- 
ordinary ordinary,  a  perpetual  wonder,  that  is,  a  wonder  and 
no  wonder :  and  therefore  I  may  infer  the  proper  corollaries 
of  this  argument,  in  the  words  of  Scotus^,  whose  opinion 
it  was  pity  it  could  be  overborne  by  tyranny.  1.  *  That  the 
truth  of  the  eucharist  may  be  saved  without  transubstan- 
tiation :'  and  this  I  have  already  proved.  2.  *  The  substance 
of  bread,  under  the  accidents,  is  more  a  nourishment  than 
the  accidents  themselves;  and,  therefore,  more  represents 
Christ's  body  in  the  formality  of  spiritual  nourishment.'  And 
indeed,  that  I  may  add  some  weight  to  these  words  of  Scotufi, 
which  are  very  true  and  very  reasonable; — 1.  It  cannot  be 
told,  why  bread  should  be  chosen  for  the  symbol. of  the 
body,  but  because  of  his  nourishing  faculty,  and  that  the 
accidents  should  nourish  without  substance,  is  like  feeding 
a  man  with  music,  and  quenching  his  thirst  with  a  diagram. 
2.  It  is  fantastical  and  mathematical  bread,  not  natural, 
which,  by  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  is  represented 
on  the  table,  and,  therefore,  unfit  to  nourish  or  to  typify  that 
which  can.  3.  Painted  bread  might  as  well  be  symbolical  as 
the  real,  if  ihe  real  bread  become  no  bread :  for  then  that 
which  remains,  is  nothing  but  the  accidents,  as  colour  and 
dimepsions,  &c.  But  pectus  proceeds.  3.  '  That  under- 
atanding  of  the  words  of  institution,  that  substance  of  bread 
is  not  there,  seems  harder  to  be  maintained;  and  to  it  more 
inconveniences  are  consequent,  than  ^y  putting  the  substance 
of  bread  to  be  there.'    4.  Lastly,  '  It  is  a  wonder  why,  in 

i  Sejit.  4.  dist.  11.  q.  3.  tit.  b. 
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one  article,  which  is  not  a  principal  article  of  faith,  soch 
.  a  sense  should  be  affirmed,  for  which  faith  is  eiposed  to  the 
contempt  of  all  that  follow  reason  ^ :  and  all  this  is,  because 
in  transabstantiation  there  are  mapy  natural  and  ordinary 
impossibilities.  *^  In  h&c  conversione  sunt  plura  difficiliora 
quiUn  in  creatione,"  said  Aquinas ;  '*  There  are  more  diffi* 
Gulties  in  this  conversion  of  the  sacrament^  than  in  the  whole 
creation/' 

9.  But  then,  because  we  are  speaking  concerning  what 
may  be  done  by  God,  it  ought  to  be  considered  that  it  is 
rash  and  impudent  to  say,  that  the  body  of  Christ  cannot,  by 
the  power  of  God,  who  can  do  all  things,  be  really  in  the 
sacrament,  without  the  natural  conversion  of  bread  into  him. 
^*  God  can  make,  that  the  body  of  Christ  should  be  '  da 
novo'  in  the  sacrament  of  the  altar,  without  any  change  of 
itself,  and  without  the  change  of  any  thing  into  itself,  yet 
some  change  being  made  about  the  bread,  or  something 
else/'  They  are  the  words  of  Durand^  Cannot  God  in 
any  sense  make  this  proposition  true ;  *  This  bread  is  the 
body  of  Christ,'  or  *  this  is  bread  and  Christ's  body  too?' 
If  they  say,  he  cannot, — then  it  is  a  clear  case,  who  it  is 
that  denies  God's  omnipotency.  If  God  can,  then  how  will 
they  be  able  from  the  words  of  Scripture  to  prove  transub* 
stantiation?  This  also  would  be  considered. 

10.  But  now  concerning  impossibiUties, — if  it  absolutely 
can  be  evinoed,  that  this  doctrine  of  transabstantiation  does 
affirm  contradictions,  then  it  is  not  only  an  intolerable  pre* 
judice  against  the  doctrine,  as  is  the  ordinary  and  natural 
impossibility ;  but  it  will  be  absolutely  impossible  to  be  true ; 
and  it  derogates  from  God  to  affirm  such  a  proposition  in 
religion,  and  much  more  to  adopt  it  into  the  body  of  faith. 
And,  therefore,  when  St.  Paul  had  quoted  that  place  of 
Scripture;  ''  He  hath  put  all  things  under  him;"  he  adds, 
**  It  is  evident,  that  he  is  excepted,  who  did  put  all  things 
under  him;"  for  if  this  had  not  been  so  understood,  then 
he  should  have  been  under  himself,  and  he  that  gave  the 
power,  should  be  lessened,  and  be  inferior  to  him  that 
received  it;  which  because  they  infer  impossibilities,  like 
those  which  are  consequent  to  transubstantiation,  St.  Paul 

^  3.  q.  75.  art.  S.  ad.  9.  >  Sent.  i.  dut.  11.  q.  1. 
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makes  no  more  of  it  but  to  say,  '  The  contrary  is  manifest/ 
against  the  unlimited  literal  sense  of  the  words.  Now  for 
the  eviction  of  this,  these  two  mediums  are  to  be  taken. 
The  one,  that  '  this  doctrine  affirms  that  of  the  essence^  or 
existence  of  a  thing,  which  is  contrary  to  the  essence  or 
existence  of  it,  and  yet  that  the  same  thing  remains ;  that  is, 
that  the  essence  remains  without  the  essence,  that  is,  with- 
out itself:' — ^The  other,  that  '  this  doctrine  makes  a  thing  to 
be  and  not  to  be,  at  the  same  time  :*  I  shall  use  them  both, 
but  promiscuously,  because  they  are  reducible  to  one« 

IL  JThe  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  is  against  the 
nature  and  essence  of  a  body.  Bellarmine  seems  afraid  of 
this;  for  immediately  before,  he  goes  about  to  prevaricate 
about  '  the  being  of  a  body  in  many  places  at  once;*  jhe 
says",  that  if  the  essence  of  things  were  evidently  and  par* 
ticularly  known,  then  we  might  know  what  does,  and  what 
does  not  imply  a  contradiction ;  but,  '  id  non  satis  constat/ 
'  there  is  no  certainty  of  that ;'  by  that  pretended  uncertainty 
making  way,  as  he  hopes,  to  escape  from  all  the  pressure  of 
contradictions,  that  lie  upon  the  prodigious  philosophy  of 
this  article :  but  we  shall  make  a  shift  so  far  to  understand 
the  essence  of  a  body,  as  to  evince  this  doctrine  to  be  full  of 
contradictions. 

12.  First ;  For  Christ's  body,  his  natural  body  is  changed 
into  a  spiritual  body ;  and  it  is  not  now  a  natural  body,  but  a 
spiritual;  and,  therefore,  cannot  be  now  in  the  sacrament 
after  a  natural  manner,  because  it  is  so  no  where ;  and,  there- 
fore, not  there ;  '*  It  is  sown  a  natural  body ;  it  is  raised  a 
spiritual  body.''  And,  therefore,  though  this  spirituality  be 
not  a  change  of  one  substance  into  another,  yet  it  is  so  a 
change  of  the  same  substance,  that  it  hath  lost  all  those 
accidents,  which  were  not  perfective  nor  constitutive,  but 
imperfect  and  separable  from  the  body ;  and,  therefore,  in  no  | 

sense  of  nature  can  it  be  manducated.    And  here  is  the  first  ' 

contradiction.  The  body  of  Christ  is  the  sacrament.  The 
same  body  is  in  heaven.  In  heaven  it  cannot  be  broken 
naturally ;  in  the  sacrament,  they  say,  it  is  broken  naturally 
and  properly ;  therefore,  the  same  body  is  and  is  not,  it  can 
and  it  cannot  be  broken.    To  tliis  they  answer,  that  '  thi9  is 

*  Lib.  3«  Each.  c«  2P.  8ect»itlt. 


28      OF  THE  REAL  PRESENCE  OF  CHRIST 

broken  under  the  species,  of  bread  ;'not  in  itself;'  Well !  is  it 
broken,  or  is  it  not  broken?  let  it  be  broken  under  what 
it  will, — ^if  it  be  broken^  the  thing  is  granted.    For  if  being 
broken  under  the  species,  it  be  meant  that  the  species  be 
broken  ak>ne,  and  not  the  body  of  Christ, — then  they  take 
away  in  one  hand,  when  they  reach  forth  with  the  other. 
This  being  a  better  argument,  '  The  species  only  are  broken, 
the  species  are  not  Christ's  body,  therefore,  Christ's  body  is 
not  broken :'  better  I  say  than  this,  '  The  body  of  Christ  is 
under  the  species ;  the  species  alone  are  broken ;  therefore, 
the  body  of  Christ  is  broken/    For  how  can  the  breaking  of 
species  or  accidents  infer  the  breaking  of  Christ's  body, 
unless  the  accidents  be  Christ's  body,  or  inseparable  from  it? 
or  rather,  how  can  the  breaking  of  the  accidents  infer  the 
breaking  of  Christ's  body,  when  it  cannot  be  broken  ?   To 
this  I  desire  a  clear  and  intelligible  answer.     Add  to  this, 
how  can  species,  that  is,  accidents,  be  broken,  but  when 
a  substance  is  broken?  for  an  accident  properly,  such  as 
smell,  colour,  taste,  hath  of  itself  no  solid  and  consistent, 
nor  indeed  any  fluid  parts, — nothing  whereby  it  can  be 
broken,  and  have  a  part  divided  from  a  part ;  but  as  the  sub- 
stance, in  which  the  accident  is  subjected,  becomes  divided, 
so  do  the  inherent  accidents ;  but  no  otherwise :  and  if  this 
cannot  be  admitted,  men  cannot  know  what  one  another  say 
or  mean ;  they  can  have  no  notices  of  things  or  regular  pro- 
positions. 

13.  Secondly;  but  I  demand,  when  we  speak  of  a  body> 
what  we  mean  by  it?  For,  in  all  discourses  and  intercourses 
of  mankind,  by  words  we  must  agr^e  concerning  each  other's 
meaning :  when  we  speak  of  9,  body,  of  a  substance,  of  an 
accident,  what  does  mankyid  agree  to  mean  by  these  words  ? 
All  the  philosophers,  and  all  the  wise  men  in  the  world, 
when  they  divide  a  substance  from  an  accident,  mean  by  a 
substance,  that  which  can  subsist  in  itself,  without  a  subject 
of  inherence. 

But  an  accident  is  *'  that,  whose  very  essence  is  to  be  in 
another":'  when  they  speak  of  a  body  and  separate  it  from 
a  spirit,  they  mean  that  a  spirit  is  that,  which   hath  no 

■  Aristot.  lib.  i.  posterior  c.  6.  et  lib.  ii.  c.  10.  Mrtapli.  lib.  vi.  c.  4. 
Idem  ngnificatiir  per  ipsnni  iiomen  avfA$*0nH.oi  \  quod  abit  cum  siib^Uiitia^ 
|y  hx«Hvw,  RccpUim  6€ilicct  in  subjccto.    AcciUein  quod  accidit. 
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material,  divisible  parts,  physically ;  ihat  which  hath  nothing 
of  that  which  makes  a  body,  that  is,  extension,  limitation  by 
lines,  and  superficies  and  material  measnres.  The  rery  first 
notion  and  conception  of  things  teaches  all  men,  that  ii^fcatis 
circumscribed  and  measured  by  his  proper  place,  is  there  and 
no  where  else.  For  if  it  could  be  there,  and  be  in  another 
place,  it  were  two,  and  not  one.  A  finite  spirit  can  be  but  in 
one  place,  but  it  is  there  without  circmnscription ;  that  is,  it 
hath  no  parts  measured  by  the  parts  of  a  place ;  but  is  there 
after  another  manner  than  a  body,  that  is,  it  is  in  erery  part 
of  his  definition  or  spiritual  location.  So  it  is  said,  a  soul  is 
in  the  whole  body ;  not  .that  a  part  of  it  is  in  the  hand,  and  a 
part  of  it  in  the  eye,  but  it  is  whole  in  the  whole,  and  whole 
in  every  part;  and  it  is  true  that  it  is  so,  if  it  be  wholly 
immaterial :  because  that  which  is  spiritual  and  immaterial, 
cannot  have  material  parts.  But  when  we  speak  of  a  body^ 
ail  the  world  means  that,  which  hath  a  finite  quantity,  and  is 
determined  to  one  place.  This  was  the  philosophy  of  all 
the  world,  taught  in  all  the  schools  of  the  Christians  and 
heathens,  even  of  all  mankind,  till  the  doctrine  of  transub- 
stantiation  was  to  be  nursed  and  maintained,  and  even  after 
it  was  bom,  it  could  not  be  forgotten  by  them,  who  were 
bound  to  keep  it.  And  I  appeal  to  any  man  of  the  Roman 
persuasion,  if  they  can  show  me  any  ancient  philosopher, 
Greek,  or  Roman,  or  Christian  of  any  nation,— *who  did  not 
believe  it  to  be  essential  to  the  '  being  of  a  body  to  be  in  one 
place :'  and  Amphitnio  in  the  old  comedy,  had  reason  to  be 
angry  with  Sosia  upon  this  point. 

Tnn'  id  clicere  andex?  qnod  nemo  nnqaam  homo  antehac 
Vidit,  nee  poteat  fieri,  tempore  nno, 
Homo  idem  doobst  locU  at  simnl  tit*? 

And,  therefore,  to  make  the  body  of  Christ  to  be  in  a 
thousand  places  at  once,  and  yet  to  be  but  one  body, — 
to  be  in  heaven,  and  to.  be  upon  so  many  altars,  —  to  be 
on  the  altar  in  so  many  round  wafers, — is  to  make  a  body 
to  be  a  spirit,  and  to  make  a  finite  to  be  infinite ;  for  nothing 
can  be  so  but  an  infinite  Spirit. 

14.  Neither  will  it  be  sufficient  to  fly  here  to  God's  omni- 
potency :  for  God  can  indeed  make  a  body  to  be  a  spirit ; 

•  Plant.  Amphitr.  act.  «.  ae.  1. 16.    Schmieder,  p.  40. 
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bnt  can  it  consist  with  the  Divine  Being,  to  make  an  infinite 
substance  ?  Can  there  possibly  be  two  categorematical,  that 
IB,  positive  substantial  infinites?  or  can  it  be  that  a  finite 
shonld,  remaining  finite,  yet  not  be  finite,  but  indefinite  and 
in  innumerable  places  at  once  p  1  God  can  new  create  the 
body,  and  change  it  into  a  spirit ;  but  can  a  body,  remaining 
a  body,  be  at  the  same  time  a  spirit?  or  can  it  be  a  body,  and 
^t  not  be  in  a  place  ?  is  it  not  determined  so,  diat  remaining 
in  a  place  it  cannot  be  out  of  it?  If  these  tilings  could  be 
otherwise^  then  the  same  thing,  at  the  same  time,  could  be  a 
body  and  a  spirit, --^limited  and  unlimited, — wholly  in  a 
place,  and  wholly  out  of  it,— finite,  and  infinite, —  a  body, 
and  yet  no  body,*—  one,  and  yet  many,—  the  same,  and  not 
the  same,"— that  is,  it  should  not  be  itself.  Now,  although 
God  can  change  any  thing  from  being  the  thing  it  is,  to 
become  another  thing, — yet  is  it  not  a  contradiction  to  say^ 
it  should  be  the  same  it  is,  and  yet  not  the  same  ?  These  are 
the  essential,  immediate  consequents  of  supposing  a  body 
remaining  a  body,  whose  essence  it  is  to  be  finite  and  deter^ 
mined  in  one  place,  can  yet,  so  remaining,  be  in  a  thousand 
places. 

Thirdly;  The  Sodnians  teach,  that  our  bodies  at  the 
resurrection  shall  be  (as  they  say  Christ's  body  now  is) 
changed  substantially.  For  corruptible  and  incorruptible^ 
mortal  and  immortal,  natural  and  spiritual,  are  substantial 
difier^ices :  and  now  our  bodies  being  natural,  corruptible, 
and  mortal,  difiSbr  substantially  from  bodies  spiritual,  im- 
mortal, and  incorruptible,  as  they  shall  be  hereafter,  and  as 
the  body  of  our  Lord  now  is.  Now  1  am  sore,  the  church  of 
Rome,  allows  not  of  this  doctrine  in  these ;  neither  have 
they  reason  for  it ;  but  do  not  they  admit  that  *  in  hypothesi,' 
which  they  deny  '  in  thesi  V  For  is  it  not  a  perfect  change 
of  substance,  that  a  body  from  finite  is  changed  to  be  at 
least  potentially  infinite,  from  being  determined  in  one  place 
to  be  indefinite  and  indeterminable  ?  To  lose  all  his  essential 
properties  must  needs  infer  a  substantial  change^;  and  that 
it  is  of  the  essence  of  a  body  to  be  m  one  place,  at  least  an 

P  Ari^  oMfxATi  «r«^?m<  ilurATw,  iy  trXMn  ri  mM  oXw  iTyM  nui  *n  f»ifot  hn{  to 
9k«»  hwlfx^'    Plofin.  lib.  de  Anim.  apod  Enseb.  praepar.  Evang.  lib.  16* 

^  Qoomodo  erit  sol  splendore  privatas?  vel  qaomodo  crit  splendor,  nisi 
sol  sit  a  qao  deflnat  ?  Ignis  vero  quomodo  erit  calore  carens?  vel  calor  nndc 
manabit,  nisi  ab  igne  ?  Cyril.  Alex.  lib.  i.  in  l.  c.  Job. 
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essential  propriety,  they  will  not,  I  suppose,  be  so  impudent 
as  to  deny,  since  they  fly  to  the  Divine  omnipotency  and 
a  perpetual  miracle,  to  make  it  be  otherwise :  which  is  a  plain 
demonstration,  that  naturalty  it  is  so ;  this,  therefore,  they 
are  to  answer,  if  they  can. 

15.  But  let  us  see,  what  Christian  philosophy  teaches  us 
in  this  particular.  St.  Austin  is  a  good  probable  doctor,  and 
may  be  trusted  for  a  proposition  in  natural  philosophy* 
These  are  his  conclusions  in  this  article.  **  Corpora  ^use 
non  possunt  esse  nisi  in  loco ' :"  ''  Bodies  cannot  be,  but  in 
their  place.*' — ^*  Angustias  omnipotentisB  corpora  patiuntur; 
nee  ubique  possunt  esse,  nee  semper ;  Divinitias  autem  ubique 
pnestft  est  * :"  **  The  divinity  is  present  every  where ;  but 
not  bodies,'^they  are  not  omnipotent:"  meaning,  it  is  a  pro» 
priety  of  God  to  be  in  many  places,  an  effect  of  his  omni- 
potence.— ^Bnt  more  |4ainly  yet ;  **  Spatia  locorum  toUe  cor- 
poribus,  et  nusquam  erunt;  et  quia  nusquam  erunt,  nee 
erunt;"  ^'  If  you  take  from  bodies  the  spaces  of  place,  they 
will  be  no  where,  and  if  they  be  no  where,  they  will  not  be 
at  all ':"-*- and  to  apply  this  to  the  present  question,  he 
affirms,  '*  Christus  homo,  secundiim  corpus,  in  loco  est,  et 
de  loco  migrat ;  et  cum  ad  alium  locum  venerit,  in  eo  loco 
unde  venit,  non  est*:"  '^  Christ,  as  man,  according  to  the 
body,  is  in  a  place,  and  goes  from  a  place ;  and  when  he 
comes  to  another  place,  is  not  in  the  place  from  whence  he 
came."-*-For  besides  that  so  to  do  is  of  the  verity  of  Christ's 
body,  that  it  should  have  the  same  affections  with  ours; 
according  as  it  is  insisted  upon  in  divers  places  of  the 
Scripture,  particularly,  St.  Luke,  xxiy.  39 ;  it  is  also  in  the 
same  place,  and  in  the  story,  apparent,  that  the  case  was  not 
altered  after  the  resurrection,  but  Christ  moved  finitely  by 
dimensions,  and  change  of  places.  So  Theodoret*;  "  Domi- 
nicum  corpus  incorruptibile  resurrexit,  et  impatibile,  et  im- 
mortale,  et  divin&  glorii  glorificatum  est,  et  k  coelestibus 
adorator  potestatibus ;  corpus  tamen  est,  priorem  habens  cir- 
eomscriptionem :"  **  Christ's  body  even  after  the  resurrection 
is  circumscribed  as  it  was  before."  And,  therefore,  as  it  is 
impious  to  deny  Ood  to  be  invisible ;  so  it  is  profane,  not  to 


'  Semi,  Dom.  monte.  c.  9.       *  lo  Pial.  Ixxxvi.  '  Ep.  57. 
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believe  and  profess  the  Son  of  Ood,  in  his  assumed  humility, 
to  be  visible,  corporeal,  and  local,  after  the  resurrection :  it 
is  the  saying  of  St.  Austin ''. 

16.  And  I  would  fain  know  how  it  will  be  answered,  that 
they  attribute  to  the  body  of  Christ,  which  is  his  own  crea- 
ture, the  incommunicable  attribute  of  ubiquity,  either  actually 
or  potentially.    For  let  them  say,  is  it  not  an  attribute  of 
God  to  be  unlimited,  and  to  be  undefined  by  places*?     St. 
Austin  says  it,  and  it  is  affirmed  by  natural  reason,  and  all 
the  world  attributes  this  to  God,  as  a  propriety  of  his  own. 
If  it  be  not  his  own,  then  all  the  world  hath  been  always 
deceived,  till  this  new  generation  arose.    If  it  be,  let  them 
fear   the  horrid  consequent  of  giving  that  to  a  creature, 
which  is  the  glory  of  the  Creator.     And  if  they  think  to 
escape  by  saying,  that  they  do  not  attribute  to  it  actual 
ubiquity,  but  potential, — that  is,  that  though  he  be  not,  yet 
he  may  be  every  where;  —  let  it  be  considered,  if  the  arga- 
tnbnt  of  the  fathers  was  good  (by  which  they  pi^ved  the 
Divinity  of  the  Holy  Ghost), '  This  is  every  where ;  therefore 
this  is  God ;'  is  it  not  also  as  good  to  say,  '  This  may  be 
every  where ;  therefore  this  may  be  God  ? '     And  then  it  will 
be  sJtogether  as  bad,  as  any  thing  can  be  imagined ;  for  it  ' 
makes  the  incommunicable  attribute  of  God  to  be  commu- 
nicable to  a  creature  :  and  not  only  so,  but  it  is  worse ;  for 
it  makes,  that  an  actual  creature  may  be  a  potential  god, 
that  is,  that  there  can  be  a  god,  which  is  not  eternally  a  god, 
that  is  not  a  pure  act, — a  god  that  is  not  yet,  But  that  shali 
have  a  beginning  in  time. 

17.  Fourthly;  There  was  not,  in  all  school  divinity,  nor 
in  the  old  philosophy,  nor  in  nature,  any  more  than  three 
natural  proper  ways  of  being  in  a  place,  *  circumscriptive/ 
<  definitive,' '  repletiv^.'  The  body  of  Christ  is  not  in  the 
sacrament '  circumscriptively ;'  because  there  he  could  be  but 
in  one  altar,  in  one  wafer.  It  is  not  there  *  definitively,'  for 
the  same  reason,  because  to  be  definitively  in  a  place  is  to  be 
in  it,  so  as  to  be  there,  and  no  where  else. —  And  both  these 
are  affirmed  by  their  own  Turrecremata*;  it  remains,  that  it 
must  be  ^  repletiv^'  in  many  places,  which  we  use  to  attribute 

y  Lib.  de  Esffcnt.  Divinit. 
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to  God  only,  and  it  is  that  manner  of  being  in  a  place,  by 
which  God  is  distinguished  from  his  creatures :  but  now  a 
fourth  word  must  be  invented,  and  that  is  '  sacramentaliter ;' 
Christ's  body  is,  ^  sacramentally/  in  more  places  than  one ; 
which  is  very  true,  that  is,  the  sacrament  of  Christ's  body  is ; 
and  so  is  his  body  figuratively,  tropically,  representatively  in 
being,  and  really  in  effect  and  blessing.  But  this  is  not  a 
natural,  real  being  in  a  place,  but  a  relation  to  a  person ;  the 
other  three  are  all  the  manners  of  location,  which  the  soul  of 
man  could  yet  ever  apprehend. 

18.  Fifthly ;  It  is  essential  to  a  body  to  have  '  partem 
extra  partem/  '  one  part  without  the  other,'  answering  to  the 
parts  of  his  place ;  for  so  the  eyes  stand  separate  from  the 
hands,  and  the  ears  from  the  feet,  and  the  head  from  the 
belly.  But  in  transubstantiation,  the  whole  body  is  in  a 
point,  in  a  *  minimum  naturale/  in  the  least  imaginable  crumb 
of  consecrated  bread :  how,  then,  shall  nose  and  eyes,  and 
head  and  hands,  be  distinct,  unless  the  mutiny  of  the 
members  be  reconciled,  and  all  parties  pleased  ?  because  the 
feet  shall  be  the  eyes,  and  the  leg  shall  be  the  head,  and 

.possess  each  other's  dimension  and  proper  cells  of  dwelling. 
'  Quod  ego  non  credo,'  said  ah  ancient  gloss  K  I  will  not 
insist  upon  the  unworthy  questions,  which  this  carnal  doc- 
trine introduces,  viz.  whether  Christ's  whole  body  be  so 
the/e,  that  the  prepuce  is  not  wanting  ?  Suarez  S  supposing 
that  as  probable,  others  denying  it,  but  disputing  it  fiercely ; 
neither  will  I  make  scrutiny  concerning  Christ's  bones,  guts, 
hair,  and  nails ;  nor  suppose  the  Roman  priests  to  be  such 
Mo^X^^omg,  and  to  have  such  '  saws  in  their  mouths :'  these 
are  appendages  of  their  persuasion,  but  to  be  abominated  by 
all  Christian  and  modest  persons,  who  use  to  eat  not  the 
bodies,  but  the  flesh  of  beasts,  and  not  to  devour,  but  to 
worship  the  body  of  Christ  in  the  exaltation,  and  more  in  the 
union  with  his  Divinity.  But  that  which  I  how  insist  upon 
is,  that,  in  a  body,  there  cannot  be  iiidistinction  of  parts,  but 
each  must  possess  his  own  portion  of  place;  and,  if  it  does 
not,  a  body  cannot  be  a  body,  nor  distinguished  from  a 
spirit. 

19.  Sixthly;  When  a  body  is  broken  into  half,  one  half 

b  In  Decret.  de  Concil.  dist.  f .  ttbi  pars  ia  Olost^. 
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is  separate  from  another,  and  remains  divided ;  but,  in  th^ 
doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  the  wafer,  which,  they  say,  is 
Christ's  whole  body, — if  it  be  broken,  is  broken  into  two 
whole  ones,  not  into  the  halfs  of  one ;  and  so  there  shall  be 
two  bodies,  if  each  half  make  one,  and  yet  those  two  bodies 
are  but  one,  and  not  two.  Add  to  this,  if  each  wafer  be 
Christ's  body  whole,  and  the  fraction  of  it  makes,  that  every 
part  is  whole  Christ ;  then  every  communicant  can  consecrate 
as  well  as  the  priest;  for,  at  his  breaking  the  host  in  his 
mouth,  why  the  body  should  not  also  become  whole  to  each 
part  in  the  mouth,  as  well  as  to  each  part  in  the  hand,  is  one 
of  the  unintelligible  secrets  of  this  mystery. 

20.  Aquinas  says,  that  **  The  body  of  Christ  is  not  in  the 
sacrament,  in  the  manner  of  a  body,  but  of  a  substance,  and 
so  is  whole  in  the  whole :"  well ;  suppose  that  for  a  while : 
yet,  L  Those  substances  which  are  '  whole  in  the  whole,'  are, 
by  his  own  doctrine,  neither  divisible  nor  multiplicable ;  and 
how,  then,  can  Christ's  body  be  supposed  to  be  multipUcable', 
(for  there  are  no  other  words  to  express  my  meaning,  though 
no  words  can  speak  sense  according  to  their  doctrine,  words 
not  signifying  here  as  every  where  else,  and  among  them  as , 
they  did  always  in  all  mankind),  how  can  it,  I  say,  be  multi- 
plied, by  the  breaking  of  the  wafer  or  bread,  upon  the  ac- 
count of  the  likeness  of  it  to  a  substance  that  cannot  be 
broken,  or  if  it  could,  yet  were  not  multipliable  ?  But,  2.  If 
Christ's  body  be  there,  according  to  the  manner  of  a  sub* 
stance,  not  of  a  body,  I  demand  according  to  the  nature  of 
what  substance,  whether  of  a  material  or  an  immaterial  ?  If 
according  to  the  nature  of  a  material  substance,  then  it  is 
commensurate  by  the  dimensions  of  quantity,  which  he  is 
now  endeavouring  to  avoid.  If  according  to  the  nature  of  an 
immaterial  substance,  then  it  is  not  a  body,  but  a  spirit ;  or 
else  the  body  may  have  the  being  of  a  spirit,  whilst  it  remains 
a  body,  that  is,  be  a  body,  and  not  a  body,  at  the  same  time. 
But,  3.  To  say  that  a  body  is  there,  not  according  to  the 
nature  of  a  body,  but  of  a  '  substance,'  is  not  sense ;  for 
besides  that,  by  this  answer,  it  is  a  body  without  the  nature 
of  a  body,  it  says  that  it  is  also  there  determined  by  a  man- 

^  Corpus  Christ!  est  maltiplicatnm  ad  omne  panctnm  bottia.  Tbo. 
Waldens.  toin.  ii.  c.  55.  MiiUipHcatio  corporis  CbrUti  fiicta  eat  rab- 
stantialiter  ad  omne  panctnin  liostiae.    Id. 
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ner,  and  yet  that  manner  is  ao  far  from  determining  it^  that  it 
makes  it  yet  more  undetermined  and  general  than  it  was. 
For  '  substance '  is  the  highest  genus  in  that  category :  and 
*  corpus'  or  '  body'  is  under  it,  and  made  more  special  by  a 
superadded  difference.  To  say,  therefore,  that  a  body  is 
there  after  the  manner  of  a  substance,  is  to  say,  that,  by 
being  specificated,  limited,  and  determined,  it  becomes  not  a 
species,  but  a  genus, — that  is,  more  unlimited  by  limitations, 
more  generical  by  his  specification,  more  universal  by  being 
made  more  particular.  For  impossible  is  it  for  wise  men  to 
make  sense  of  this  business.  3.  But  besides  all  this,  to  be  in 
a  place  after  the  manner  of  a  substance,  is  not  to  be  in  a 
place  at  all :  for  *  substantia'  hath  in  it  no  relation  to  a  place, 
till  it  be  specificated  to  a  body  or  a  spirit ;  for  <  substantia 
dicit  solium  formahtatem  substandi  accidentibus  et  subsistendi 
per  se ;'  but  the  capacity  of,  or  relation  to,  a  place,  is  by  the 
specification  of  it  by  some  substantial  difference.  4.  Lastly ; 
to  explicate  the  being  in  a  place,  in  the  manner  of  a  sub- 
stance, by  being  whole  in  the  whole,  and  whole  in  every  part, 
is  to  say,  that  every  substance  is  so ;  which  is  notoriously 
fSedse :  for  corporal  substances  are  not  so  ;  whether  spiritual. 
be,  is  a  question  not  proper  for  this  place. 

21.  Aquinas  *  hath  yet  another  device  to  make  all  whole, — 
saying,  that  one  body  cannot  be  in  divers  places  *  localiter/ 
but  *  sacramentaliter,'  not  '  locally,'  but  ^  sacramentally.' — 
But  first  I  wish  the  words  were  sens^,  and  that  I  could  tell 
the  meaning  of  being  in  a  place  locally,  and  not  locally,-^ 
unless  a  thing  can  be  in  a  place  and  not  in  a  place, —  that  is, 
so  to  be  in,  that  it  is  also  out :  but  so  long  as  it  is  a  distinc* 
tion,  it  is  no  matter,  it  will  amuse  and  make  way  to  escape, 
if  it  will  do  nothing  else.  But  if,  by  being  sacramentally  in 
many  places,  is  meant  '  figuratively,'  as  before  I  explicated 
it,  then  I  grant  Aquinas's  affirmative;  Christ's  body  is  in 
many  places  sacramentally,  that  is,  it  is  represented  upon  aU 
the  holy  tables  or  altars  in  the  Christian  church.  But  if  by 
'sacramentally'  he  means  *  naturally  and  properly,'  then  he 
contradicts  himself:  for  that  is  it  he  must  mean  by  *  loca- 
liter,' if  he  means  any  thing  at  all.  But  it  matters  not  what 
he  means  J  for  it  is  sufficient  to  me,  that  he  only  says  it^  and 

•  In  4  Sent.  d.  44.  q«  2.  art.  S.  i|.  5, 
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proves  it  not;  and  that  it  is  not  sense;  add,  lastly,  that 
Bellarmine  confutes  it',  as  not  being  home  enough  to  his 
purpose,  but  a  direct  destruction  of  the  fancy  of  transub* 
stantiation :  **  Si  non  possit  esse  unum  corpus  '  localiter'  in 
duobus  locis,  quia  divideretur  h  seipso,  profect6  non  esse 
possit  '  sacramentaliter/  eSidem  ratione/'  I  might  make 
advantage  of  this  contestation  between  two  so  great  patrons 
of  transubstantiation,  if  I  did  need  it ;  For  A(}uinas  says,  that 
a  body  cannot  be  in  two  places  at  once,  locaUy.  Bellarmine 
says,  then  neither  can  it '  sacramentally ;'  it  were  easy,  then, 
to  infer  that  therefore  it  is  in  two  places,  no  way  in  the 
world.     But  I  shall  not  need  this. 

22.  Seventhly:  For  there  is  a  new  heap  of  impossibilities, 
if  we  should  reckon  that  which  follows  from  the  multiplica- 
tion of  totalities;  I  mean  of  '  the  body  of  Christ,'  which  is 
one  continual  substance,  '  one  in  itself,  and  divided  from 
every  thing  else/  as  all  unity  is ;  and  yet  every  wafer,  con* 
secrated,  is  the  whole  body  of  Christ,  and  yet  that  body  «s 
but  one,  and  the  wafers,  which  are  not  one,  are,  every  one  of 
them,  Christ's  body.  And  how  is  it  possible,  that  Christ's 
body  should  be  in  heaven,  and  between  it  and  us  are  many 
other  bodies  interposed,  and  his  body  is  in  none  of  the  inter** 
niedials,  and  that  his  body  should  be  also  here,  and  yet  not 
joined  to  that,  either  by  <;ontinuity  or  contiguity,  and  the 
same  body  should  be  a  thousand  miles  off,  and  ten  thousand 
bodies  between  them,  and  yet  all  this  be  bijit  one ;  that  is> 
how  can  it  be  two,  and  yet  be  one  ?  For  how  shall  any  man 
reckon  two  ?  How  can  he  know,  that  two  glasses  of  wine 
are  not  one?  We  see  them  in  two  places,  their  continuity 
divided;  there  is  an  intermedial  distance,  and  other  bodies 
interposed,  and  therefore  we,  silly  men,  usually  say  they  are 
two ;  but  it  is  strange  to  see,  a  man  may  be  confident  and  yet 
withx)ut  reason,  when  he  hath^not  wit  enough  to  tell  two* 
But  then  there  is  not  in  nature  any  way  for  a  man  to  tdl  two, 
if  this  principle  be  taken  from  us. 

It  will  also  be  an  infinite,  impossible  contradiction,  which 
follows  the  being  of  a  body  in  two  places  at  once ;  upon  this 
account :  for  it  will  infer  that  the  same  body  is,  at  the  same 
time,  in  the  same  respect,  in  ovdet  to  the  same  place,  both 

f  ffndi.  lib.  iii.  t,  3.  »ert.  Qutdam  tamen.    Ibid.  lect.  Adde  qaod. 
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petually  and  potentially,  that  is^  possessed  and  not  possessed 
of  ity  and  may  go  to  that  place,  where  it  is  already.  For 
suppose  a  body  at  St.  Omers,  and  the  same  body,  at  the  same 
time,  at  Douay;  then  that  body,  which  is  actually  at  St. 
Omers,  may  yet,  at  the  same  time,  be  going  from  Douay 
thither;  and  then  he  is,  at  the  same  time,. there  and  not 
there,  at  his  journey's  end,  and  yet  on  the  way  thither;  that 
is,  in  disposition  and  tendency  to  that  place,  where  he  is 
already  actually,  and  whither  he  is  arrived  before  he  set  out 
and  began  his  journey ; .  and  goes  away  from  Douay  before 
he  leaves  it. 

Add  to  this,  that  to  be  in  two  places  at  once,  makes  the 
same  thing,  which  is  contained  in  divers  places,  to  be  con- 
tained in  none.  For  as  to  be  in  a  place  like  a  body,  is  to  be 
containecl  in  that  pldce ;  so  to  be  contained  in  that  place,  is 
to  be  terminated  or  bounded  by  that  place ;  but  whatsoever 
is  bounded  by  a  thing,  is  not  without  or  beyond  that  bounds  { 
it  follows,  therefore,,  that  if  a  body  can  be  entirely  without, 
or  beyond  that  place,  in  which  it  is  contained,  that  is  without 
the  bounds,  then  it  is  bounded  and  not  bounded,  it  is  con- 
tained and  not  contained ;  that  is,  it  is  contained  by  divers^ 
and  it  is  contained  by  none. 

23.  But  how  can  any  thing  be  divided  from  itself  wholly  ? 
for  either  it  must  be  where  it  is  not,  or  else  it  must  be  two. 
The  wit  of  man  cannot  devise  a  shift  to  make  this  seem 
possible.  But  Bellarmine  can  > ;  for  he  says  there  is  a  double 
iudiviaion,  or  unity,  or  being :  an  intrinsical  and  an  extrinsical, 
a  local  and  an  essential ;  now  of  these  one  can  be  without 
the  other ;  and  though  a  body  have  but  one  unity  essential, 
because  it  can  be  but  one  body,  yet  it  may  have  more  extrin- 
sical or  local  beings.  This  is  the  full  sense  of  his  device,  if, 
at  least,  there  be  any  sense  in  it.  But  besides  that  this 
distinction  is  no  where  taught  in  any  philosophy,  a  child  of 
his  own,  still-born,  not  offered  to  be  proved  or  made  credible ; 
it  is,  if  it  be  brought  into  open  view  from  without  the  curtains 
of  a  formal  distinction,  just  as  if  he  had  said, '  Whereas  you 
object,  that  one  thing  can  be  but  in  one  place,  for  whatsoever 
is  in  two  places  is  two  bodies ;  you  are  deceived ;  for  it  is 
true,  that  one  body  can  be  but  one,  but  yet  it  may  be  two  in 

r  Each,  lib^  iii.  c.  5*  «cct.  Sed  lisc  ratio,  et  c.  4.  sect.  Sed  media  via« 


38  OF  THE  REAL  PRESENCE  OF  CHRIST 

respect  of  place ;  that  is,  it  is  but  one  in  natare,  but  it  may 
be  in  two  places ;  and  so  you  are  confuted.'-^  But  then  if  I 
should  reply,  *  This  answer  is  but  to  deny  the  conclusion, 
and  affirms  the  thing  in  question ;'  there  were  no  more  to  be 
said.  For  that  one  thing  in  nature  cannot  have  two  adequate 
places,  at  the  same  time,  was  the  conclusion  of  my  argument; 
and  the  answer  is,  '  It  can  have  two,  and  this  is  all  is  said/ 
2.  But  then  I  would  fain  know  what  warrant  there  is  for  the 
real  distinction  of  '  esse  essentiale'  and  *  esse  locale'  of 
bodies,  as  if  they  were  two  distinct,  separable  beings; 
whereas  quantity  is  inseparable  from  bodies,  and  measure 
from  continual  quantities,  and  to  be  in  a  place  is  nothing  but 
to  have  his  quantity  measured^.  3.  To  be  in  a  place,  is  the 
termination  or  limit  of  a  quantitative  body,  and  makes  it  not 
to  be  infinite :  and  if  this  can  be  separated  by  a  distinction 
from  a  finite  body,  then  something  is  said ;  but  if  a  finite 
body  must  be  finite  and  not  infinite,  then  to  be  determined 
by  a  place,  the  proper  determination  or  definition  of  a  quan- 
titative body,  is  not  separable  from  it.  4.  If  any  man  should 
say  that  one  person  canifot  be  together  in  two  several  times, 
no  more  than  in  two  several  places ;  this  distinction  would 
fetch  him  in  to  be  of  two  times  together ;  for  there  is  a 
double  indi vision,  one  in  respect  of  essence,  the  other  in 
respect  of  duration,  —  that  intrinsical,  this  extrinsical ; 
though  one  man  or  body. hath  but  one  being  or  essence 
intrinsical  and  essential,  yet  he  may  have  more  extrinsical, 
accidental,  and  temporary.  And  really  the  case,  as  to  this 
distinction,  is  all  one,  and  so  it  is  to  the  argument  too :  for 
as  two  times  cannot  be  together,  because  of  their  successive 
nature,  so  neither  can  two  places  be  adapted  at  once  to  one 
body,  because  of  their  continual  and  united  nature :  unity 
and  quantity  continual  being  as  essential  to  quantitative 
bodies,  as  succession  is  to  them,  who  are  measured  by  time. 
6.  If  one  body  may  possess  and  fill  two  places  circumscrip- 
tively,  so  that  it  is  commensurate  to  both  of  them,  or  to  as 
many  more  as  it  shall  chance  to  be  in,  then  suppose  a  body 
of  five  feet  long  is  in  a  place  at  Rome,  at  Valladolid,  at 
Paris,  and  at  London,  in  each  of  these  places  it  must  fill  a 

^  SolMtantitB  enim  Acis,  quibas  loca  assigaas.    Tertal.  c.  41.  coatr. 
Hcmeg. 
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ipace  of  fire  feel  long,  because  it  is  always  commensarate  to 
bis  place :  it  will  follow,  that  a  body  but  of  five  feet  long  shall 
fill  up  the  room  of  twenty  feet;  which  whether  it  implies  not 
a  contradiction,  that  the  same  body  should  be  but  five  feet 
long,  and  yet»  at  the  same  time,  be  twenty  feet  long  of  the 
same  measure, — let  all  the  geometricians  judge.  This  is 
sach  a  device,  that  as  one  said  of  the  witty  drunkenness  and 
arts  of  the  symposiac  among  the  Greeks,  that  amongst  them 
a  dunce  could  not  be  drunk :  so,  in  this  device,  a  man  had 
need  be  very  cunning  to  speak  such  nonsense,  and  make 
lumself  believe  those  things,  which  are  against  the  concep* 
tions  of  all  men  in  the  world,  till  this  new  doctrine  turned 
their  brains, -~  and  make  new  propositions  and  new  affirmatives 
out  of  old  impossibilities.  But  these  people,  in  all  this  affair, 
deal  with  mankind  as  if  they  were  beasts,  and  not  reasonable 
creatures ;  or  as  if  all  their  disciples  were  babies  or  fools,  and 
that  to  them  it  is  lawful  to  say  any  thing,  and  having  no 
understanding  of  their  own,  they  are  to  efform  them  as  they 
please. 

But  to  this  objection  it  is  answered,  that  it  may  have 
a  double  sense :  that  a  body  of  five  feet  long  may  fill  the 
space  of  five  feet.  One ;  ''  So  as  the  magnitude  of  such  a 
body  should  be  commensurate  to  that  place,  and  so  a  body  of 
five  feet  cannot  fill  up  the  spaces  of  twenty  feet :  but  another 
way  is,  so  as  the  magnitude  of  the  body  should  not  be  comr 
mensurate,  but  only  to  the  space  of  five  feet,  but  yet  the 
same  magnitude  may  be  twice,  or  thrice  put  to  such  a  space, 
and  this  may  be  done." — ^This  is  Bellarmine's  answer^ ;  '  that 
is,  if  you  consider  a  body  of  five  feet  long,  so  long  as  it  can 
but  fill  five  feet  space,  in  that  sense  it  cannot  fill  twenty. 
But  if  you  consider  it  so  as  it  is  commensurate  to  a  space, 
that  is,  twenty  feet,  so  it  cannot  be,  being  but  of  five  feet 
long.' — ^That  is  the  sense  of  his  answer,  I  appeal  to  all  men 
that  can  understand  common  senset  But  though  it  be  but 
of  five  feet  long,  yet  it  may  be  placed  twice  or  thrice  in  a 
space  of  five  feet  long ;  and  what  then  ?  Then  it  fills  still 
but  a  space  of  five  feet  long^  True  in  one  place ;  but  if  it  fills 
five  feet  at  Rome,  and  at  the  same  time  five  feet  at  Valladolid, 
and  five  feet  at  Paris,  and  five  feet  at  London,  I  pray  are 

*  Each.  lib.  iii.  c.  4.  sect  Retpondeo  dvplieiter  potest  iotelligi,  Ac. 
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not  four  times  five  twenty?  As  although  the  sun  have  but 
force  to  drink  up  five  measures  of  water  in  Egypt;  and  at  the 
same  time  as  much  in  Arabia,  and  as  much  in  Ethiopia,  and 
as  much  in  Greece,  he,  at  the  same  time,  drinks  up  twenty 
meaisures^  though  his  whole  force,  in  one  place,  be  but  to 
drink  five,  and  yet  still  it  is  but  one  sun.  But  besides  all 
this,  that  the  same  body  be  put  twice  or  thrice  into  a  space 
of  five  footy  at  the  same  time,  is  that  unreasonable  thing, 
which  all  the  natural  and  congenite  notices  of  men  cry  down, 
and  therefore  ought  not  to  be  said  confidently,  in  a  distinc- 
tion without  proof;  as  if  the  putting  it  into  a  nonsense  dis- 
tinction, could  oblige  all  the  world  to  believe  it. 

24.  Eighthly :  but  I  proceed :  Valentia*^  affirms  that  the 
fathers  prove  the  divinity  of  the  Holy  Ghost  by  his  ubiquity  2 
and  it  is  certain  they  do  so,  as  appears  in  St.  Athanasius^ 
St.  Basil*",  St.  Ambrose  %  Didymus*"  of  Alexandria,  St.  Cyril  i^ 
of  Alexandria,  St.  Austin^ ;  and  divers :  and  yet  these  men 
affirm  that  a  body  may  be  in  many  places,  and  therefore  may 
be  in  all,  and  that  it  is  potentially  infinite ;  is  it  not  evident 
that  they  take  from  the  fathers  the  force  of  the  argument, 
because  ubiquity  is  communicable  to  something  that  is  not 
God ;  or  if  be  not,  why  do  they  give  it  to  a  creature  ?  That 
which  can  be  in  many  places,  can  be  in  all  places ;  for  all  the 
reason  that  forbid^  it  to  be  in  two  thousand,  forbids  it  to  be 
in  two ;  and  if  those  cannot  determine  it  to  one  place,  it 
cannot  be  determined  at  all ;  I  mean, '  the  nature  of  a  body, 
his  determination  to  places,  his  circumscription,  continuity, 
unity,  quantity,  dimensions.' — Nay,  that  which  is  not  deter« 
mined  by  place,  by  continuity,  nor  by  his  nature,  but  may  be 
any  where,  is  in  his  own  nature  uncircumscribed  and  in- 
definite, which  is  that  attribute  of  God  upon  which  his  om- 
nipresence does  rely;  and  that  Christ's  body  is  not  every 
where  actually,  as  is  the  Holy  Ghost,  it  says  nothing  against 
this ;  because  he,  being  a  voluntary  agent,  can  restrain  the 
ineasure  of  his  presence,  as  God  himself  does  the  many 
manners  of  his  presence.    However,  that  nature  is  infinite, 

i"  De  verft  Christi  Prstentii,  I.  i.  c.  19. 

'  CoDf.  Ariiiin.  disp.  inter  oper.  S.  Atbaims. 

«  De  Spin  S.  lib.  i.  c.  2*.  »  De  Spir.  S.  lib.  i.  c.  7. 

0  De  Spir.  S.  lib.  i.  1*  Pe  Spir.  S.  Quod  uon  sit  crcatura. 

1  Cont.  Maxim.  Arian.  cp.  lib.  iv.  c.51. 
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ttat  can  be  every  where ;  and  therefore,  if  it  can  be  commanir . 
cated  to  a.  body,  to  be  so,  is  not  proper  to  God,  nor  can  it 
prove  the  Holy  Ghost  so  to  be.  Of  the  same  nature  is  that 
other. argament  used  frequently  by. the  primitive  doctors* 
proving  two  natares.to  be  in  Christ,  the  divine  and  the  hu- 
man, and  the  difference  between  them  is  remarked  in  this, 
timt  the  divine  is  in  m9ny  places,  and  in  all :  but  the  human. 
cao.be. but  in  one.  at  once.  This  i^  affirmed  by  Origen% 
St.  Hilary*,  St.  Jerome  %  St.  Austin  %  Gelasius^,  Fulgentius% 
anid  Venerable  Bede'.  But  this  is  but  variety  of  the  same 
di8h;.if  both.these  can  prevail  together,  then  either  of  them 
ought  to  prevail  singly. 

26.  Against  all  this,  and  whatsoever  else  can  be  objected, 
it  is  pretended,  that  it  ih  possible  for  a  body  to  be  in  many 
distant  places  at  once.  For  Christ,  who  is  always  in  heaven, 
yet  appeared  to  St.  Paul  on  earth,  and  to  many  other  saints, 
as  to  St.  Peter,  to  St.:  Anthony,  to  St.  Tbarsilla,  St.  Gregory, 
and  I  cannotitell  who.  To  this  I  answer;  1.  That  in  all  this 
t)iere  is  nothing  certain  but  that  Christ  appeared  to  St.  Paul; 
for  it  may  be,  he  appeared  to  him  in  heaven,  St.  Paul  being 
on  earth  :  for  so  he  did  to  St.  Stephen,  as  is  recorded  in  the 
Acts  of  the  Apostles* :  and  from  heaven  there  might  only 
come  a  voice. and  a  light.  %  It  may  be,  St.  Paul  saw  Christ, 
when  he  wrapt  up  into  *^  the  third  heavens :"  for,  that  Christ 
was  seen  by  him,  himself  affirms;  but  he  says  not  that  he 
saw  him  ajb  his  conversion ;  .and  all  that  be  says  he  saw  then, 
was,  that ''  he  saw  a  great  light  and  heard  a  voice  ^,*'  3.  That 
in  case  Christ  did  appear,  corporally  to  .Saul  on  earth,  it  fol« 
lows  not  his  body,  was  in  two  places  at  once.  I  have  the 
warrant  of  him,  that  is  wilUng  enough,  otherwise,  that  this . 
arguDdent  should  prevail :  *'  Quia  non  est  improbabile,  Chrisr 
torn,  privatim  et  ad  breve  tempus,  descendisse  de  co^lo  post 
ascensionem :"  ''  It  is  not  unlikely,  that  Christ  might,  pri- 
Vfttely  and  for  a  shoct  tim^,  descend  from  heaven  after  his 
ascension^ ;"  for  when  it  is  said  in  Scripture  that  ^  the  heavens 


'  In  S.  Matt.  horn.  S3.  ■  Lib.  x.  de  Trinit. 

*Ad  Marcel,  de  4..qaieAt.  **  Tract,  xxx.  in  Johan. 

•  Diiip.  coptr.  Sab.  Ar.  Phot.         y  Lib.  ii.  ad  Tiinuioi.  c.  17. 

•  Horn,  invent,  crocis.  •  Act*,  vii.  55. 
^  Acts,  ix.  S.  xxii.  6* 

•  Beiiar.  de  Eucfa.  lib.  iii.  g.  3.  $cct.  1.  Coofirjiiatur.    . 
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must  feoeitre  him  till  the  day  of  the  rastitatimi  of  mil  tllingB^'* 
it  18  to  be  meant  *  ordinarily y*^  and  as  his  place  of  residence ; 
but  that  hinders  not  an  extraordbary  commigratton ;  as  a 
man  may  be  said  to  dwell  continually  in  London,  and  yet 
sometimes,  to  go  into  the  country  to  take  the  air.  For  tiie 
other  instances  of  St  Peter  and  St.  Anthony,  and  the  rest,  if 
I  were  sure  they  were  tmei  I  would  say  the  same  answer 
would  also  serre  their  turn ;  but  as  they  are,  it  is  Hot  material 
whether  it  does  or  no. 

26.  Another  way  of  answering  is  taken  from  the  examples 
of  Ood  and  the  reasonable  soul.  Concerning  the  soul  Thare 
these  things  to  say ;  I.  Whether  the  soul  be  whole  in  every 
part  of  the  body,  and  whole  in  tiie  whole,  is  presumed  by 
most  men,  but  substantially  prored  by  none,  but  dteied  by 
a  great  many,  and  those  of  the  first  rank  of  learhed  men* 
2.  If  it  were,  it  follows  not,  that  it  is  in  two  places  or  more: 
because  not  the  hand,  nor  the  foot,  is  the  adequate  place  of 
the  souU  but  the  whole  body ;  and,  therefore,  the  usual  *ex* 
pression  of  philosophy,  saying,  '  The  soul  is  whole  in  every 
part,'  is  not  true  positively,  but  negatively ;  that  is,  the  soul, 
being  immaterial,  cannot  be  cantonized  into  parts  by  the 
division  of  the  body ;  but  positively  it  is  not  true.  For  the 
understanding  is  not  in  the  fbot,  nor  the  will  in  the  hand : 
and  something  of  the  soul  is  not  organtcal,  or  tlependii^ 
upon  the  body:  viz.  the  pure  acts  of  volition,  some  little 
glimpses  of  intuition,  reflexion,  and  the  like.  S.  If  it  were, 
yet  to  allege  this,  is  impertinent  to  their  purpose :  unless 
whatsoever  is  true  concerning  a  spirit,  can  also  be  affirmed 
of  a  body.  4.  When  the  body  is  divided  into  parts,  the  soul 
js  not  multiplied  into  fantastic  or  real  numbers,  as  it  is  pre* 
tended  in  transubstantiation ;  and,  therefore,  'although  tile 
soul  were  *  whole  in  every  part,*  it  could  do  no  sertice  in  this 
question ;  unless  it  were  so  whole  in  each  part,  as  to  be 
whole  when  each  part  is  divided,  for  so  it  is  said  to  be  in 
tile  eiicharist ;  which,  because  we  say  is  impossible,  we  re* 
quire  an  instance  in  something  where  it  is  so ;  but  because  it 
is  not  so  in  the  soul,  this  instance  is  not  home  to  any  of  their 
purposes.  But  Bellarmine  *  says,  Ood  can  make  it  to  be  so, 
that  the  soul  shall  remain  in  the  member,  that  is  discontinuei) 

*  Lib.  ill.  Encb.  c  iii.  Sccu  si  hoc  sigiweoisai. 
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and  cut  off.  I  answer,  that  God  ever  did  do  so,  nor  he  nor 
any  man  else  can  pretend, — ^unless  he  please  to  believe  St. 
Winifred's  and  St.  Denis's  walking  with  their  heads  in  their 
hands  after  their  decollation ;  but  since  we  never  knew  that 
God  did  so,  and  whether  it  implies  a  contradiction  or  no, 
that  it  should  be  so,  God  hath  no  where  declared ;  it  is  suffi- 
cient to  the  present  purpose,  that  it  is  as  much  a  question, 
and  of  itself  DO  more  evident  than  that  a  body  can  be  con- 
served in  many  places :  and  therefore  being  as  uncertain  as 
the  principal  question,  cannot  give  faith  to  it,  or  do  any 
service.  But  this  is  to  amuse  unwary  persons,  by  seeming 
to  say  something,  which,  indeed,  is  nothing  to  the  purpose. 

27.  But  that  the  omnipresence  of  God  should  be  brought 
to  prove  it  possible  that  a  body  may  be  in  many  places,  truly 
though  I  am  heartily  desirous  to  do  it,  if  I  could  justly,  yet 
I  cannot  find  any  colour  to  excuse  it  from  great  impiety. 
But  this  I  shall  add,  that  it  is  so  impossible,  that  any  body 
should  be  in  two  places,  and  so  impossible  to  justify  this 
from  the  immensity  of  God ;  that  God  himself  is  not,  in 
proper  manner  of  speaking,  in  two  places,  he  is  not  capable 
of  being  in  any  place  at  all,  as  we  understand  being  in  a 
place ;  he  is  greater  than  all  places,  and  fills  all  things,  and 
locality,  and  place ;  and  beings,  and  relations,  are  all  from 
him :  and  therefore  they  cannot  comprehend  him.  But  then, 
although  this  immensity  of  God  is  beyond  the  capacity  of 
'place,  and  he  can  no  more  be  in  a  place  than  all  the  world 
can  be  in  the  bottom  of  a  well, — yet,  if  God  could  be  limited 
and  determined,  it  were  a  contradiction  to  say  that  he  could 
be  in  two  places ;  just  as  it  is  a  contradiction  to  say  there 
are  two  Gods.  So  that  this  comparison  of  Bellarmine's,  as 
it  is  odious  up  to  the  neighbourhood,  and  similitude  of  a 
great  impiety,  so  it  is  ofiXoVc^oy,  it  is  'against  that  philo*- 
sophy,'  whereby  we  understand  any  of  the  perfective  notices 
of  God.  But  these  men  would  fain  prevail  by  all  means, 
they  care  not  how. 

28.  But  why  may  we  not  believe  as  well  the  doctrine  of 
transubstantiation  in  defiance  of  all  the  seeming  impossitr 
bilities,  as  well  as  we  believe  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  in 
defiance  of  greater?  To  this  I  answer  many  things.  1.  Bor 
cause  the  mystery  of  the  Trinity  is  revealed  plainly  in  Scrip- 
ture, but  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  is  against  it:  as 
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I  suppose  myself  to  have  plainly  proved.  So  that  if  there 
were  a.plain  revelation  of  transubstantiation,  then  this  argu- 
ment were  good;  and  if  it  w^e  possible  for  ten  thousand 
times,  more  arguments  to  be  brought  against  it,  yet  we  are  to 
believe  the  revelation,  in  despite  of  them  all ;  but  when  so 
much  of  revelation  is  against  it,  and  nothing  for  it,  it  is  but 
vain  to  say  we  may  believe  this,  as  well  as  the  doctrine  of 
the. Trinity ;  for  so  we  may  as  well  argue  for  the  heresy  of 
the  Manichees ;  why  may  we  not  as  well  believe  the  doctrine 
of  the  Manicheesy  in  despite  of  all  the  arguments  brought 
against  it;  when  there  are  so  many  seeming  impossibilities 
brought  against  the  holy  Trinity?  I  suppose,  the  answer, 
that  I  have  given,  would  be  thought  reasonable  to  every  such 
pretence.  2.  As  the  doctrine  of  the  holy  Trinity  is  set  down 
in  Scripture,  and  in  the  Apostles'  Creed,  and  was  taught  by 
the  fathers  of  the  first  three  hundred  years,  I  know  no  diffi- 
culties it  hath ;  what  it  hath  met  withal  since,  proceeds  from 
the  too  curious  handling  of  that  which  we  cannot  understand.  * 
3.  The  schoolmen  have  so  pried  into  this  secret,  and  have  so 
confounded  themselves  and  the  articles,  that  they  have  made 
it  to  be  unintelligible,  inexplicable,  indefensible  in  all  their 
minutes  and  particularities ;  and  it  is  too  sadly  apparent 
in  the  arguments  of  the  Antitrinitarians,  whose  sophisms 
against  the  article  itself,  although  they  are  most  easily  an- 
swered, yet  as  they  bring  them  against  the  minutiae  and  im- 
pertinences of  the  school,  they  are  not  so  easily  to  be  avoided. 
But  4.  There  is  not  the  same  reason;  because  concerning 
God,  we  know  but  very  few  things,  and  concerning  the  mys- 
terious Trinity,  that,  which  is  revealed,  is  extremely  little ; 
and  it  is  in  general,  without  descending  to  particulars :  and 
the  difficulty  of  the  seeming  arguments  against  that,  being 
taken  from  our  philosophy,  and  the  common  manner  of 
speaking,  cannot  be  apportioned  and  fitted  to  so  great  a 
secret;  neither  can  that  at  all  be  measured  by  any  thing 
here  below.  But  I  hope  we  may  have  leave  to  say  we  un- 
derstand more  concerning  bodies  and  their  nature,  than  con- 
cerning the  persons  of  the  holy  Trinity :  and  therefore  we 
may  be  sure,  in  the  matter  of  bodies,  to  know  what  is,  and 
what  is  not  possible ;  when  we  can  know  no  measure  of  truth 
or  error  in  all  the  mysteriousnesses  of  so  high  and  separate, 
superexalted  secrets,  as  is  that  of  the  holy  Trinity.    5.  Be- 
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cause  when  the  6harcfa,  for  the  \inderstaiiding  of  this  secret 
of  the  holy  Trinity*  hath  taken  words  from  metaphysical 
learning,  as  *  person/  *  hypostasis/ '  consubstantiality/  ofAooivio^f 
and  such  like, — the  words,  of  themselveSy  were  apt  to  change 
their  signification,  and  to  put  on  the  sense  of  the  [M'esent 
school.  But  the  church  was  forced  to  use  such  words  as  she 
hady  the  highest/  the  nearest,  the  most  separate  and  mys- 
terious. But  when  she  still  kept  these  words  to  the  same 
mystery,  the  words  swelled  or  altered  in  their  sense;  and 
were  exacted,  according  to  what  they  did  signify  amongst 
men  in  their  low  notices ;  this  begat  difficulty  in  the  doctrine 
of  the  holy  Trinity.  For  better  words  she  had  none,  and  all 
that  which  they  did  signify  in  our  philosophy,  could  not  bd 
applied  to  this  mystery ;  and  therefore  we  have  found  diffi- 
culty; and  shall  for  ever,  till,  in  this  article,  the  church 
retams  to'  her  ancient  simplicity  of  expression.  For  these 
reasons,  I  conceive,  the  case  is  wholly  different;  and  th6 
difficulty  and  secret  of  one  mystery,  which  is  certainly  re- 
vealed, cannot  warrant  us  to  admit  the  impossibilities  of  that, 
which  is  not  revealed.  Let  it  appear  that  God  hath  affirmed 
transubstantiation,  and  I,  for  my  part,  will  bum  all  my  argu- 
ments against  it,  and  make  public  amends.  The  like  also 
is  to  be  said  in  the  matter  of  incarnation. 

29.  But  if  two  bodies  may  be  in  one  place,  then  one  body 
may  be  in  two  places.  Aquinas^  denies  the  consequent  of 
this  argument ;  but  I,  for  my  part^  am  careless  whether  it  be 
true  or  no.  But  I  shall  oppose  against  it  this,  *  If  two  bodies 
cannot  be  in  one  commensurate  place,  then  one  body  cannot 
be  in  two  places ;'  Now  concerning  this,  it  is  certain,  it  im- 
plies a  contradiction  that  two  bodies  should  be  in  one  place, 
or  possess  the  place  of  another,  till  that  be  cast  forth : 

Qood,  nifii  inania  sint,  qoft  possent  corpora  quaeqae 
Transire,  baud  nlU  fieri  rati  one  videres  ^ 

And  the  great  dispute  between  the  scholars  of  Epicurus 
and  the  Peripatetics,  concerning  vacuity,  was  wholly  upon 
this  account :  Epicurus  saying,  there  could  be  no  motion, 
unless  the  place  were  empty ;  all  the  other  sects  saying,  that 
it  was  enough  that  it  was  made  empty  by  the  coming  of  the 

•  la  4.  diat.  44.  q.  S<  9.  2.  '  Locr.  1. 1 1  S57«  £icli$tadt^  p^  17. 
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new  body ;  all  ageing,  tbat  two  bodies  could  not  be  toge«> 
iher,  to  yof  wTSiftg  iHvarw  tlvat  iiiatr^'  «  ^«  }f|auTo  mm  Ho,  h 
Tf  otfTM  i^ixono,  mm  imi^a  oh  ctfjut  u9m  vifiara^*  All  agreed 
that  two  bodies  could  not  be  together^ — ^and  that  the  first 
body  must  be  thrust  forth  by  the  intromission  of  the  second. 

Qu9,  si  oon  esset  inaoe, 


Noti  tam  solicito  motu  priYata  rare  rent, 
Qa&m  geaita  omnfnd  nnlla  rationc  fniRsent ; 
Umliqae  Batenea  qnoniain  atipftta  qnieiaetK 

For  the  contrary  says,  that  two  bodies  are  one.  For  the 
proper  dimensions  of  a  quantitative  body  are  length,  breadth, 
and  thickness:  Now  the  extension'  of  the  body  in  these 
dimensions  is  measured  by  the  place :  for  the  place  is  nothing 
else,  but  the  measuring  and  limiting  of  the  thing  so  measured 
and  limited  by  these  measures  and  limitations  of  length, 
breadth,  and  thickness.  Now  if  two  bodies  could  be  in  one 
place,  then  they  must  both  have  one  superficies,  one  length, 
one  thickness ;  and  then  either  the  other  hath  none,  or  they 
are  but  one  body  and  not  two ;  or  else,  though  they  be  two 
bodies,  and  have  two  superficies,  yet  these  two  superficies 
are  but  one :  all  which  are  contradictions.  Bellarmine^  says, 
'  that  to  be  co-extended  to  a  place,  is  separable  from  a  mag* 
nitude  or  body,  because  it  is  a  thing  that  is  extrinsical  and 
consequent  to  the  intiinsical  extension  of  parts, — and  being 
later  than  it,  is  by  Divine  power  separable.' — But  this  is  as 
very  a  sophism  as  all  the  rest.  For  if  whatever  in  nature  is 
later  than  the  substance,  be  separable  from  it,  then  fire  may 
be  without  heat,  or  water*  without  moisture;  a  man  can  be 
without  time ; — for  that  also  is  in  nature  after  his  essence ; 
and  he  may  be  without  a  faculty  of  will  or  understanding,  or 
of  affections,  or  of  growing  to  his  state,  or  being  nourished : 
and  then  he  will  be  a  strange  man,  who  will  neither  have  the 
power  of  will  or  understanding,  of  desiring  or  avoiding,  of 
nourishment  or  growth,  or  any  thing,  that  can  distinguish 
him  from  a  beast,  or  a  tree,  or  a  stone.    For  these  are  all 


c  Arist.  lib.  it.  ^uruk  isttaa-,  ^  Lucret  Ub.  i.  34f ..  Eicbstadt,  p.  17« 

*  IttfjutTVf  yof  Dt0v  10^1  TO  iurunc^:  St.  Basil.  Selene,  bomil.  in  ^^wtm. 
^  De  Each.  lib.  iii.  c.  5.  Sect.  Secuudd  obtervandom. 
'  Qaod  non  possit  alternm  tine  altera  intelligi,  qnemadmodmn  neqac 
^qm  fine  huincctationcy  neqnc  ignis  sine  calore.  IreoRiia,  lib.ii.  c*^l-k 
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later  tiMii  the  esAepce^for  they^are.  eeseniial  enmoatioiis  ifool 
it*.  Thus  also  quantity  can  be  sepan^d  from  a  substantial 
body,  if  every  tbing  that  is  later  than  the  form,  can  be  sepa* 
rated. from  it»  And  therefore  nothing  of  this  can  be  avoided 
by  saying,  to  fill  a  place  is  an  act" ;  but  these  other  instances 
are  .facnlties  and  powers,  and,  therefore,  the  act  may  better 
be  impeded  by  Divine  power,  the  thing  remaining  the  same, 
than  by  the  ablation,  of  faculties.  This,  I  say,  cannot  justify 
the  trick.  1.  Because  *  to  be  extended  into  parts'  is  as  much 
an  act  as  '  to  be  in  a  place ;'  and  yet  that  is  inseparable  from 
magnitude,  and  so  confessed  by  Bellarmine.  2.  To  be  in  a 
place  4s  not  an  act  at  all,  any  more  than  to  be  created,  to  be 
finite,  to  be  limited ;  and  it  was  never  yet  heard  of,  that '  essd 
locatum/  or '  esse  in  loco  *  was  reducible  to  the  predicament 
of  action  ■•  3.  An  act  is  no  more  separable  than  a  faculty 
is,  when  .the  act  is  as  essential  as  the  faculty ;  now  for  a 
body  to  be  in  a  place,  is  as  essential  to  a  body  as  it  is  for  a  man 
to  have  understanding ;  for  this  is  confessed**  to  be  separable 
by  Divine  power,  and  the  other  cannot  be  more ;  it  cannot 
be  naturally.  4«  If  to  be  in  a  place  be  an  act,  it  is  no 
otherwise  an  act,  than  it  is  an  act  for  a  fiither  actually  to 
have  a  son,  and,,  therefore,  is  no  more  separable  this  than 
that;  and  you  may  as  well  suppose  a  father  and  no  child, 
as  a  body  and  no  place.  5.  It  is  a  false  proposition  to  say, 
that  pl^ce  is  extrinsical  to  a  quantitative  body ;  and  it  relies 
upon  the  definition  Aristotle  gives  of  it  in  the  fourth  book 
of  his  physical,  'that  place  is  the  superficies  of  the  ambient 
body;'  which  is  as  absurd  in  nature  as  any  thing  can  be 
imagiaed ;  for  then  a  stone,  in  the  bottom  of  a  river,  did 
diang^  bis  {dace  (though  it  lie  still)  in  every  instant,  because 
nevr. winter. still  washes  it;  and  by  this  rule  it  is  necessary 
(against  Aristotle's  great  grounds)  that  some  quantitative  !>(>• 
dies  should  not  be  in  a  place,  or  else  that  quantitative  bodies 
were  categorimalically  infinite.  For  either  there  is  no  end, 
but  body .  incloses  body  for  ever,*— -or  else  the  ultimate  or 
Btmpat  body  is  not  inclosed  by  any  thing, — and  so  cannot  be 
in  a  place.  To  which  add  this ;  that  if  Epicurus's  opinion 
wer^^  .true,  and  that  there  were  some  spaces  empty,  which,  at 

■  B«l]sr.  d«  E«eh«  lib.  iii.  c.  7.  Sect  Ad  wcondnm  Pctr. 

■  lib.  5.  Encb.  c.  5.  Sect.  Sccnnd.  obcer. 
•  lbid«  jt.  r.  Sest.  Deinde  ttlan. 
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least  by  a  Divine  power,  can  become  true,  and  he  can  take 
the  air  out  from  the  inclosure  of  four  walls  ;  in  thift  case,  if 
you  will  suppose  a  man  sitting  in  the  midst  of  that  room', 
either  that  man  were  in  no  place  at  "all,  which  were  infinitely 
absurd; — or  else  (which  indeed  is  true)  circumscription 'or 
superficies  were  not  the  essence  of  a  place.  Place,  tbereforc^y 
is  nothing  but  the  space,  to  which  quantitative  bodies  liari^ 
essential  relation  and  finitiori :  that,  where  they  consist,  and 
by  which  they  are  not  infinite :  and  this  is  the  definition  of 
place,  which  St.  Austin  gives  in  his  fourth  book  Exposit.  bf 
Genes.  '*  ad  literam,  chap,  viii.' 

30.  God  can  do  what  he  please,  and  he  can  reverse  the 
laws  of  his  whole  creation,  because  he  can  change  'or  annihi* 
late  every  creatuVe ;  or  alter  the  manners  and  essences';  but  the 
question  now  is,  what  laws  God  hath  already  established,  and 
whether  or  no  essentials  can  be  changed,  the  things  Remaining 
the  same  ?  that  is,  whether  they  can  be  the  same,  when  they 
are  not  the  same  ?  He  that  says,  God  can  give  to  a  body  all 
the  essential  properties  of  a  spirit,  says  true,  and  confesses 
God's  omnipotency;  but  he  toyd  also,  that  God  can  change 
a  body  from  being  a  body,  to  become  a  spirit ;  but  if  he  says, 
that  remaining  a  body  it  can  receive  the  essentials  of  a  spirit, 
he  does  not  confess  God's  omnipotenoy,  but  makes  this 
article  difiicult  to  be  believed,  by  making  it  not  to  work 
wisely,  and  possibly.  God  can  do  all  things  ;  but  are  they 
undone,  when  they  are  done?  that  is,  are  the  things  changed 
in  their  essentials,  and  yet  remaih  the  same  ?  then  how  are 
they  changed,  and  then  what  hath  God  done  to  them  ? 

31.  But  as  to  the  particular  question.  To  suppose  a  body 
not  coHBxtended  to  a  place,  is  to  suppose  a  mim  alive  not 
co-existent  to  time ;  to  be  in  no  place,  and  to  be  in  no  time, 
being  alike  possible'  :  and  this  intrinsical  extension  of  parts 
is  as  inseparable  from  the  extrinsical,  as  an  intrinsical  dura^ 
tion  is  from  time.  Place  and  time  being  nothing  but  the 
essential  manners  of  material  complete  substances,  thesc» 
cannot  be  supposed  such,  as  they  are,  without  time  and  place :' 
because  quantitative  bodies,  in  their  Very  formality,  suppose 
that;  for  place  without  body  in  it,  is  but  a  notion  iii  logic, 
but  when  it  is  a  reality,  it  is  a  '  ubi,'  and  time  is  '  quando ;' 

r  PanchaMiis  Diaconits  Eccles.  Rom.-  A.  D;  500.  lib.  i.  dc  Spir.  S.  ctp.  12. 
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and  a  body  supposed  abstractly  from  place,  is  not  real  but 
intentionaly  and  in  notion  only,— and  is  in  the  category  of 
substance^  but  not  of  quantity.  But  it  is  a  strange  thing, 
that  we  are  put  tot  prove  the  very  principles  of  nature,  and 
first  mdiments  of  art,  which  are  so  plain  that  they  can  be 
understood  naturally^  but  by  all  devices  of  the  world  cannot: 
be  made  dubitable. 

32.  But  against  all  the  evidence  of  essential  and  natural 
reason,  some  overtures  of  Scripture  must  be  pretended.  For. 
that  two  bodies  can  be  in  one  place  appears,  because  Chri$t 
-came  from  his  mother's  womb,  it  being  closed ;  into  the  as- 
sembly of  the  apostles,  ''-the  doors  being  shut;"  out  of -the; 
grave,  the  stone  not  being  rolled  away;  and  ascended  into 
heaven,  through  the  solid  orbs  of  all  the  firmament.  Con- 
cerning the  first  and  the  last,  the  Scripture  speaks  nothing, 
neither  can  any  man  tell  whether  the  orbs  of  heaven  be  solid 
or  fluid,  or  which  way  Christ  went  in.  But  of  *  the  heavens 
opening'  the  Scripture  sometimes  makes  mention.  And  the 
prophet  David  spake  iu  the  spirit,  saying,  *^  Lift  up  your 
heads,  O  ye  gates ;  and  be  ye  lift  up,  ye  everlasting  doors, 
and  the  King  of  glory  shall  come  in."— -The  stone  of  the 
sepulchre  was  removed  by  an  angel;  so  saith  St.  Matthew 9. 
But  why  should  it  be  supposed  the  angel  irolled  it  away  after 
Christ  was  risen, — or  if  he  did,  why  Christ  did  not  remove 
it  himself  (who  loosed  all  the  bands  of  death,  by  which  he 
was  held),  and  there  leave  it  when  he  was  risen  ?  or  if  he  had 
passed  through,  and  .wrought  a .  miracle,  why  it  should  not  • 
be  told  us,  or  why  it  should  not  remain. as  a  testimony  to  the 
soldiers  and  Jews,  and  convince  them  ,the  more,  when  they 
should  see  the  body  gone,  and  yet  their  seals  unbroken  ?  or  if 
it  were  not,  how  we  should  come  to  fancy  it  was  so,  I  under- 
stand not.;  ^ther  is  th^re  ground  for  it.  There  is  only 
remaining  that  we  account  concerning  Jesus*s  entering  into 
the  assembly  of  the  %postle9>  "  the  doors  being  shut :"  To 
this  I  answer,  that  this  infers  not  a  penetration  of  bodies,  or 
that  two  bodies  oan^be.ifi  one  place.  1.  Because  there  are 
so  many  ways  of  effecting  it  without  that  impossibility. 
2.  The  doormight^^e  made  to  yield  to  his  Creator  as  easily 
.0;$  water,  which  is  fluid,  be  made  firm  under  his  feet;  fo^ 

t  St.  Mnttli.  xxviii.  i,' 
VOL.  X.  E 
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considtence  or  lability  are  not  essential  to  wood  and  water' ; 
For  Water  can  naturally  be  made  consistent,  as  when  it  is 
turned  to  ice ;  and  wood,  that  can  naturally  be  petrified,  can, 
upon  the  efficiency  of  an  equal  agent,  be  made  thin,  or 
labile,  or  inconsistent.  3.  This  was  done  on  the  same  day, 
in  which  the  sea  yielded  to  the  children  of  Israel,  that  is, 
the  seventh  day  after  the  passover,  and  we  may  allow  it  to 
be  a  miracle,  though  it  be  no  more  than  that  of  the  waters, 
tiiat  is,  as  these  were  made  consistent  for  a  time, 

SappMitomqae  rotit  solidam  nmre"; 

So  the  doors  apt  to  yield  to  a  solid  body. 

ponint  tamen  omDia  reddt 


MoUia,  quae  fiont,  aer,  aqna,  terra,  vaporea. 
Quo  pacto  fiadt,  et  qui  yi  qaonaque  gerantnr^ 


4.  How  easy  was  it  for  Christ  to  pass  his  body  through  the 
pores  of  it  and  the  natural  apertures,  if  be  were  pleased  to 
unite  them,  and  thrust  the  matter  into  a  greater  consolida- 
tion?   6.  Wood,  being  reduced  to  ashes,  possesses  but  a 
little  room ;  that  is,  the  crass  impenetrable  parts  are  but  few^ 
the  other  apt  for  cession,  whioh  could  easily  be  disposed  by 
Ood,  as  he  pleased.    6.  The  words  in  the  text  are  MtuMta^/Minm 
rw  dtipiSv,  in  the  past  tense ;  the  gates  or  ''  doors  having  been 
abut ;"  but  that  they  were  shut  in  the  iiistant  of  his  entry,  it 
liays  not ;  they  might,  if  Christ  had  so  pleased,  have  been 
insensibly  opened,  and  shut  in  Uke  manner  again ;  and  if  the 
words  be  observed,  it  will  appear  that  St.  John*  mentionft4 
the  shutting  the  doors  in  relation  to  the  apostles*  fear ;  not  to 
Christ's  entering:  he  intended  not  (so  far  as  appears)  to 
declare  a  miracle.    7.  But  if  he  had,  there  are  ways  enough 
for  him  to  have  entered  strangely,  though  he  had  not  entered 
impossibly.    Vain,  therefore,  is  the  fancy  of  those  men,  who 
thmk  a  weak  conjecture  able  to  contest  against  a  perfect, 
natural  impossibility.   For  when  a  thing  can  be  done  without 
a  penetration  of  dimensions,  and  yet  by  a  power  great  enough 

• 

'  *AfMi  ykf  v«n{iiwu,  AXKiXMc  IvWxtTM,  tlhflt  Sttk  ^Mrrhfxsrof  x^^^trrw  vo^Jb 
rk  rmfAmrt  rk  juwufAira*  tui  T«/Tt  KXav  »ai  it  raXf  rim  ovn^Snt  Iwuc,  mrftif  iMl.if 
TMc  tSv  vyfin,  Arist.  lib.  4.  ^myk.  aJt^MM-.  c.  8.  Caiaub.  p.  ^td.  C. 

*  Juv.  z.  176.  Ruperti.  *  Lncrct.  i.  570.  Eichstadt,  p.  25. 
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to  beget  adtilirationy  though  without  contesting  ligainst  tlie 
unalterable  laws  of  nature,  to  dream  it  miist  be  this  way,  in 
to  thallenge  confidently,  but  to  be  careless  of  our  warrant; 
I  conclude,  that  it  hath  never  been  yet  known,  that  two 
bodies  ever  wer^,  ikt  once,  in  one  place. 

33.  I  find  but  one  objection  more  pretended,  and  that  is, 
that  place  is  not  essential  to  bodies;  because  the  utmost 
heaven  is  a  body,  and  yet  is  not  in  a  place ;  because  it  hath 
nothing  without  it,  that  can  circumscribe  it.  To  this  I  have 
already  answered'  in  the  confutation  of  Aristotle's  definition 
of  a  ptac^.  But  besides ;  I  answer,  that  what  the  utmost 
heaven  is,  our  philosophy  can  tell  or  guess  at;  but  it  is  cer- 
tain that  beyond  any  thing  that  philosophy  ever  dreamed  of, 
there  are  bodies.  For  Christ  **  is  ascended  far  above  all 
heavens ;"  and,  therefore,  to  say  it  is  not  in  a  place,  or  that 
there  is  not  a  place  where  Christ's  body  is,  is  a  ridiculous 
absurdity.  But  if  there  be  places  for  bodies  above  the 
highest  heavens,  then  the  highest  heaven  also  is  in  a  place, 
or  may  be  for  aught  any  thing  pretended  against  it.  **  In 
tny  Father's  house  are  many  mansions,"  said  Christ,  '  many 
places  of  abode;'  and  it  is  highly  probable,  that  that  pave- 
ment, where  the  bodies  of  saints  Ishall  tread  to  eternal  ages, 
is  circumsctibed,  though  by  something  we  understand  not. 
Many  things  more  might  be  said  to  this.  But  I  am  sorry, 
that  the  series  of  a  discourse  must  be  intetrupled  with  such 
trifling  considerations. 

34.  Ilie  sum  is  thisi^ ;  as  substances  cannot  subsist  without 
the  manner  of  substances ;  no  more  can  accidents,  without 
the  manner  of  accidents;  quantities,  after  the  manner  of 
quantities ;  qualities,  as  qualities ;  for  to  separate  that  from 
either,  by  which  we  distinguish  them  from  each  other,  is  to 
separate  that  from  them,  by  which  we  understand  them  to 
be  tbemselvte.  And  four  may  as  well  cease  to  be  four,  and 
be  reduced  to  unity,  as  a  line  cease  to  be  a  line,  and  a  body 
a  body,  and  a  place  a  place,  and  a  '  quantum'  or  '  extensum' 
to  be  extended  in  hlh  owh  kind  of  quantity  6r  extension : 
and  if  a  man  had  talked  other#ise,  till  this  new  device  arobe, 
an  sects  of  phllosojphers  of  the  world,  would  have  thought 
huh.  mad;  and  I  may  here  use  the  words  of  Cotta  in  Cicero^ 

*  Norn.  28.  '  '  Vide  Boetb.  in  PraBdicam,  Aristot. 


52  OF  TH£  REAL  PRESENCE  OF  CHRIST 

''  Corpus  quid  sft,  sanguis  quid  sit,  intelligo :  quasi  corpus, 
et  quasi  sanguiS|  quid  sit,  nullo  prorsus  modo  intelligo'/' 
But  concerning  the  nature  of  bodies  and  quantities,  these 
may  suffice  in  general.  For  if  I  should  descend  to  parti- 
cularsy  and  insist  upon  thenij  I  could  cloy  the  reader  with 
variety  of  one  dish. 

35.  Tenthly  :  By  .this  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  the 
same  thing  is  bigger  and  less  than  itself:  for  it  is  bigger  in 
one  host,  than  in  another;  for  the  wafer  is  Christ's  body, 
and  yet  one  wafer  is  bigger  than  another:  therefore  Christ's 
body  is  bigger  than  itself.  The  same  thing  is  above  itself, 
and  below  itself,  within  itself,  and  without  itself:  it  stands 
wholly  upon  his  own  right  side,  and  wholly,  at  the  same  time, 
upon  his  own  left  side ;  it  is  as  very  a  body,  as  that  which 
is  most  divisible,  and  yet  is  as  indivisible  as  a  spirit;  and  it 
is  not  a  spirit  but  a  body ;  and  yet  a  body  is  no  way  sepa- 
rated from  a  spirit,  but  by  being  divisible.  It  is  a  perfect 
body,  in  which  the  feet  are  further  fron^  the  head,  than  the 
head  from  the  breast;  and  yet  there  is  no  space  between 
head  and  feet  at  all :  so  that  the  parts  are  further  off  and 
nearer,  without  any  distance  at  all ;  being  further  and  not 
further,  distant,  and  yet  in  every  point.  By  this  also  )iere  is 
magnitude  without  extension  of  parts ;  for  if  it  be  essential 
to  magnitude  to  have  *  partem  extra  partem,'  that  is,  '  parts 
distinguished,  and  severally  sited,'  then  where  one  part  is, 
there  another  is  not ;  and,  therefore,  the  whole  body  of  Christ 
is  not  in  every  part  of  the  consecrated  wafer ;  and  yet  if  it  be 
not,  then  it  must  be  broken  into  parts,  when  the  wafer  is 
broken,  and  then  it  must  fill  his  place  by  parts.  But  then  it 
will  not  be  possible,  that  a  bigger  body,  with  the  conditions 
of  a  body,  should  be  contained  in  a  less  thing  than  itself; — 
that  a  man  may  throw  the  house  out  at  the  windows :  and 
if  it  be  possible,  that  a  magnitude  should  be  in  a  point»  and 
yet  Christ's  body  be  a  magnitude,  and  yet  in  a  point,  then 
the  same  thing  is  in  a  point,  and  not  in  a  point ;  extended, 
and  not  extended;  great  and  not  divisible ;  a  quantity  without 
dimension;  something  and  nothing.  By  this  doctrine,  the 
same  thing  lies  still  and  yet  moves ;  it  stays  in  a  place  and 
goes  away  from  it;  it  removes  from  itself,  and  yet  abifiea 

'  De  Nat.  Dcor.  i.  26.  Creiizcr,  p.  lis. 
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tlose  by  itself,  and  in  itself,  and  out  of  itself;  it  is  removed, 
and  yet  cannot  be  moved ;  broken,  and  cannot  be  divided  ; 
passes  from  east  to  west  through  a  middle  place,  and  yet 
stirs  not;  it  is  brought  from  heaven  to  earth,  and  yet  is  no 
where  in  the  way,  nor  ever  stirs  oiit  of  heaven  ;  it  ceases  to 
be  where  it  was,  and  yet  does  not  stir  from  thence,  nor  yet 
cease  to  be  at  all ;  it  is  removed  at  the  motion  of  the  acci- 
dents, and  yet  does  not  fall  when  the  host  falls ;  it  changes 
his  place,  but  falls  not,  and  yet  the  changing  of  place  was  by 
falling.  It  supposes  a  body  of  Christ,  which  was  made  of 
bread',  that  is,  "  Not  bom  of  the  Virgin  Mary ;"  it  says,  that 
Christ's  body  is  there,  without  power  of  moving,  or  seeing, 
or  hearing,  or  understanding ;  he  can  neither  remember  nor 
foresee,  save  himself  from  robbers  or  vermin,  corruption  or  rot- 
tenness :  it  makes  that  which  was  raised  in  power,  to  be  again 
sown  in  weakness ;  it  gives  to  it  the  attribute  of  an  idol,  to 
have  *  eyes  and  see  not,  ears  and  hear  tiot,  a  nose  and  not  to 
smell,  feet  and  yet  cannot  walk^.  It  makes  a  thing  con- 
tained bigger  than  the  continent, — and  all  Christ's  body  to 
go  into  a  part  of  his  body ;  his  whole  head  into  his  own 
mouth,  if  he  did  eat  the  eucharist,  as  it  is  probable  he  did, 
and  certain  that  he  might  h&ve  done.  These  are  the  certain 
consequents  of  this  most  unreasonable  doctrine,  in  relation 
to  motion  and  quantity.  I  need  not  instance,  in  those  col- 
lateral absurdities,  which  are  appendent  to  some  of  the  fore- 
going particulars ;  as  how  it  should  be  credible  that  Christ, 
in  his  sumption  of  the  last  supper,  should  eat  his  own  flesh ; 
fAlkv  yap  iauTo  Bntixsrcu,  oXAa  rSiv  HuSh  ri,  said  Simplicius  '^ ; 
nothing  can  receive  itself;  nothing  can  really  participate  of 
itself,  and  properly ;  figuratively  and  sacramenUdly,  this  may 
be  done;  but  not  in  a  natural  and  physical  sense;  for  as 
8t«  Cyril '  of  Alexandria  argues ; "  Si  ver^  idem  est,  quod  par- 
tidpat  et  quod  participatur,-^uid  opus  est  participatione  ?" 
What  need  he  partake  of  himself?  what  need  he  receive  a 
part  of  that,  which  he  is  already  whole?  and  if  the  partaker, 
and  the  thing  partaken,  be  naturally  the  same,  then  the  sa-* 
crament  did  as  much  eat  Christy  as  Christ  did  eat  the  sacn^ 

*  Bcllarm.  Eiicb.  lib.  iii.  e.  10.  Sect  Respondco  corpiw. — Soarez.  in  3. 
Tho.  9.  76.  art.  7.  dispens.  sect.  4. 

^  Quomodo  potest  Dens  alibi  esse  virus,  alibi  mortnus?  Lact.  lib.  i.  c.  1. 
^  Id  Catf^.  cap.  de  Sobstant.  ^  In  S.  Job.  ix. 
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ment.  It  would  also  follow  from  hence,  that  the  soul  x^ 
Christ  should  enter  into  his  body,  though  it  were  there  before 
it  entered ;  and  yet  it  would  now  be  there  twice  at  the  sam^ 
time ;  for  it  it  but  one  soul  4  and  yet  enters  after  it  is  there, 
it  never  having  gone  forth.  Nay  further  yet, — upon  sup- 
position that  Christ  did  eat  the  sacrament,  as  it  is  most  likely 
he  did,  and  we  are  sure,  he  might  have  done, — then  the  soul 
of  Christ,  which  certainly  went  along  with  his  body,  which 
surely  was  then  alive,  should  be  in  his  body  in  two  contrary 
and  incompatible  manners ;  by  one  of  which  he  does  operate 
freely,  and  exercise  all  the  actions  of  life ;  by  the  other,  he 
exercises  none ;  by  one  he  is  visible,  by  the  ^her  invisible ; 
fay  one  movable,  by  the  other  imniovable ;  by  one  afler  the 
manner  of  a  body,  by  the  other  after  the  ip^pner  of  a  spirit 
The  one.  of  these  being  evident  in  itself,  the  other  by  ^e^ 
own  affirmation.  But  these  are  by  the  by :  there  are  yrhole 
categories  of  fond  and  impossible  consequents  from  this 
doctrine. 

36.  Bleventhly :  But  if  I  should  also  consider  the  change 
of  consecration,  t.  e.  the  convefsion  of  bread  into  Christ's 
body,  and  their  rare  stratagems  and  devices  in  ri^ici^ou^ 
affirmatives  and  negatives  as  to  that  palticulary  it  wQuld 
afford  a  new  heap  of  matter. 

37.  For  this  conversion  is  not  generation ;  it  is  not  cor- 
ruption ;  it  is  not  creation ;  because  Christ's  body  already  itl> 
and  cannot  be  produced  again ;  it  is  not  ^fter  the  manner  of 
natural  conversions,  it  differs  from  the  aupematurftl ;  there  is 
no  change  of  one  form  into  another;  the  same  tirst  ipiatter 
does  not  reqiain  under  several  forms,  first  of  bread,  then  of 
Christ's  body.  It  is  turned  into  the  i^uhstance  of  Christ's 
body,  and  yet  nothing  of  the  bread  becomes  any  thing  of  the 
body  of  Christ.  It  is  turned  into  Christ,  and  yet  it  is  tunuBd 
into  nothing;  the  substance  is  not  annihilated  (for  then  it 
were  not  turned  into  Christ's  body),  and  yet  it  is  annihilated 
or  turned  to  nothing,  for  it  does  not  become  Christ's  body ;  ^t 
is  determined  upon  Christ's  body,  and  yet  does  not  become 
kf  though  it  be  changed  into  it :  for  if  bread  could  become 
Christ's  body,  then  bread  could  receive  a  greater  honour 
than  any  of  the  servants  of  Christ;  for  it  could  be  glorified 
^ith  the  biggest  glorification,  it  would  be  exalted  far  s^bove 
all  angels ;  bread  should  reign  for  ever,  and  be  Jcing  of  a}l  the 
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voHd ;  which  are  honours  not  pommunic^ble  to  inere  man, 
and  by-  no  cHange  can  be  wjought  upon  him :  and  if  they 
may  t4>on  bread,  tiien  bread  is  exalted  higher  than  the  spns 
of  men;  and  yet  so  it  is,  if  it  be  naturally  and  substantially 
changed  into  the  body  of  Christ     I  cannot  insist  upon  any 
thing  of  this  ^,  the  absurdity  being  so  vast,  the  labour  would 
be  as  great  as  heedless :  only  I  shall  transcribe  part  of  a  dis- 
putation, by  which  Tertullian '  proves  the  resurrection  of  our 
bodies,  by  such  words  which  do  certainly  confute  the  Roman 
fancies    of  transubstantiation*    **  Discernenda    est   autem 
demutatio  ab  omni  argumento  perditionis/'  See.  **  Change 
must  be  distinguisfied  fjrom  perdition.    But  they  are  npt 
distinguished,  if  the  Qesh  be  so  changed,  that  it  perishes.    A9 
that  which  i^  lost,,  is  not  changed,  so  that  which  is  Qhang^^d, 
is  not  lost  0^  perished.  For  it  suffered  change^  not  perdition ; 
for  to  perish,  is  wholly  not  to  be  that  which  it  was ;  but  to 
be  changed,  is  oply  to  be  otherwise ;  moreover,  while  it  is 
otherwise,  it  can  be  the  same  thing,,  or  itself:  for  it  bath  his 
being,  which  did  i^ot  perish." — Now  how  it  is  possiUe  that 
these  words  should  be  reconciled  with  transubstantiation,  in 
which  they  affirm  the  bread  to  be  changed,  an4  yet  totaUy  tQ 
hav^  perished ;  that  is,  that,  nothing  of  it  remains,  neither 
matter  nor  fbrm, — it  concerns  thei^  to  t^ke  care ;  for  my 
party  I  am  satisfied  tha^  it  i^  impossible:  and  I  choose  to 
follow  the  philosophy  of  Ter^ullian^  by  which  h^  fairly  con- 
Arms  the  article  of  the  resurrection;  rather  than  the  imr 
possible  speculations  pf  these  men,  which  render  all  notices 
^f  men  to  be  mere  deceptions,  and  all  article^  of  faith  iiji 
many  things  uncertain,  and  nothing  tp  be  certain  but  that 
whioh  is  impossible.    This  consideration  so  moved  Durand', 
juid  their  .doctoi:  Fund^lissimus,   ^idius  Romanus^,  ^hat 
they  thought  to  change  the  word  •  tjansubstantiation,*  ^md» 
instead  of  it,  that  jthey  were  obliged  to  use  the  word  of 
'transformation'  simply,  affirming  that  other  to  be  uninteU 
ligible*     But  I  proc^ed«>    By  this  doctrine,  Christ's  body  19 
th^re  where  it  was  not  before^  and  yet  not  by  change  of 
place,  for  it  descends  not;— nor  by  prodacticH^,  for  it.  was 

«  Sola  enim  mntari  transformariqiie  in  se  possnnt,  qiiSB  habent  onitit 
nateria  commone  snbjectoni.    Boeth.  de  dnab.  Nat.  Christ!. 

'  De  Resnrreetione  Carats,  c.  55.  '  In  iv.  d.  11.  q.  5.  sect. .5. 

*  Theor.  i.  2. 
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produced  before ;  —  not  by  natural  mutation,  for  Christ  him- 
ftelf  is  wholly  immutable,  and  though  the  bread  be  mutable, 
it  can  never  become  Christ.  That  which  is  now,  and  was 
always,  begins  to  be ;  and  yet  it  cannot  begin,  which  was  so 
long  before.  And  by  this  doctrine  is  affirmed  that,  which 
even  themselves  judge  to  be  simply  and  absolutely  impos- 
sible. For  if,  after  a  thing  hath  his  being,  and  during  the 
first  being,  it  shall  have  every  day  many  new  beginnings, 
without  multiplying  the  beings,  —  then  the  same  thing  is 
under  two  times  at  the  same  time;  it  is  but  a  day  old,  and 
yet  was  six  days  ago,  and  six  ages,  and  sixteen.  The  body 
of  Christ  obtains  to  be  what  it  was  not  before,  and  yet  it  is 
wholly  the  same,  without  becoming  what  it  was  not.  It 
obtains  to  be  under  the  form  of  bread  ;  and  that  which  it  is 
now  and  was  not  before,  is  neither  perfective  of  his  being, 
nor  destructive,  nor  alterative,  nor  augmentative,  nor  dimi- 
nutive, nor  conservative.  It  is,  as  it  were,  a  production,  as 
it  were  a  ereation,  as  a  conservation^  as  an  adduction ;  that 
is,  it  is,  as  it  were,  just  nothing  ;  for  it  is  not  a  creation,  not 
a  generation,  not  an  adduction,  not  a  conservation.  It  is 
not  a  conversion  productive ;  for  no  new  individual  is  pro- 
duced. It  is  not  a  conversion  conservative ;  that  is  a  child 
of  Bellarmine's :  but  it  is  perfect  nonsense ;  for  it  is,  as  he 
says,  a  conversion,  in  which  both  the  terms  remain,  in  the 
same  place ;  that  is,  in  which  there  are  two  things  not  con- 
verted, but  not  one  that  is :  but  it  is  a  thing,  of  which  there 
never  was  any  example.  But  then  if  we  ask  what  conversion 
it  is  ?  after  a  great  many  fancies  and  devices,  contradicting 
each  other,  at  last  it  is  found  to  be  '  adductive,'-^  and  yet 
that  '  adductive'  does  not  change  the  place,  but  signifies  a 
substantial  change;  and  yet  adduction  is  no  snbstantiai 
change,  but  accidental  4  and  yet  this  change  is  not  accidental, 
but  adductive  and  snbstantiai.  **  O  rem  ridiculam,  Cato,  et 
jocosam ! "  It  is  a  succession,  not  a  conversion  and  transub- 
stantiation ;  for  it  is  *  Corpus  ex  pane  confectum,'  '  a  body 
made  of  bread ;'  and  yet  it  was  made  before  the  bread  was 
tnade :  but  it  is  '  made  of  it  as  day  of  night,'  not  '  tanquam 
ex  materia,'  but  '  tanquam  ex  termino/  '  not  as  of  matter, 
but  as  of  a  term  ^'  from  whence,  say  they,  but  that  is,  a  direct 

'^  BelUrnr.  de  Missa,  lib.i.  r.  27.  Sect.  9.  Propo9itio.    Lib.  iii.  de  Eocb. 
cap.  lilt.  sect,  ad  tertiam.    Scotii9  4.  dial.  11.  q.  3. 
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motio<i  of  succession,  not  a  substantial  change.  For  that  I 
I  may  use  the  words  of  Faventinus  ^ ;  "  What  is  the  formal 
term  of  this  action  of  transubstantiation,  or  conversion  ?  Not 
the  body  of  Christ ;  for  that  is  the  material  term  :'*  the  formaf 
term  is,  that  Christ's  body  should  be  contained  under  the 
species  of  bread  and  wine :  **  Hoc  autem  totum  est  acci- 
dentale,  et  nihil  addit  in  re  nisi  prsesentiam  realem  sub 
speciebus :"  "  But  all  this  is  accidental,  and  nothing  real, 
but  that  he  becomes  present  there."  For  since  the  body  of 
Christ  relates  to  the  accidents  only  accidentally,  it  cannot,  in 
respect  of  them,  have  any  substantial  manner  of  being, 
different  from  that  which  it  had  before  it  was  eucharistical. . 
And  it  is  no  otherwise,  than  if  water  on  the  ground  were 
annihilated,  or  removed,  or  corrupted,  and  some  secret  way 
changed  from  thence,  and,  in  the  place  of  it,  snow  should 
descend  from  heaven,  or  honey,  or  manna,  it  were  hard  to 
call  this  conversion,  or  transubstantiation :  just  as  if  we 
should  say,  that  Augustus  Caesar  was  converted  into  his  suc- 
cessor, Tiberius,  and  Moses  into  Joshua,  and  Elias  into 
Elisha,  or  the  sentinel  is  substantially  changed  into  him  that 
relieves  him. 

38.  Twelfthly:  Lastly,  if  we  consider  the  changes,  that 
are  incident  to  the  accidents  of  bread  and  wine,  they  would 
afford  us  another  heap  of  incommodities :  for  besides  that 
accidents  cannot  subsist  without  their  proper  subjects,  and 
much  less  can  they  become  the  subjects  of  other  accidents', 
for  what  they  cannot  be  to  themselves,  they  cannot  be  toi 
others,  in  matters  of  supply  and  subsistence;  it  being  sL 
contradiction  to  say,  insubsistent  subsistencies :  —  besides 
this,  I  say,  if  Christ's  body  be  not  invested  with  these  acci- 
dents, how  do  they  represent  it,  or  to  what  purpose  do  they 
remain  ?  If  they  be  the  investiture  of  Christ's  body,  then 
the  body  is  changed,  by  the  mutation  of  the  accidents.  But 
however,  I  would  fain  know,  whether  an  accident  can  be 
sour'or  be  burnt,  as  Hesychius"  affirms  they  used  in  Jeru- 
salem to  do  the  reliques  of  the  holy  sacrament ;  or  can  acci- 
dents make  a. man  drunk,  as  Aquinas  supposes  the  sacra- 

^  Faven.  in  4  dUp.  55*  c.  6. 

'  To  yaf  cvfx0sBnKof  ov  avfA.$i0n*ort  cvfABiBnxi^f  il  /un  cTt  a/x^  a-vixBiffnxt  raxrrS, 
—  Metaph.  lib.  iv.  c.  4.  1. 
■  In  Lev.  c.  1. 
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mental  wjfie  did  the  Corinthians,  of  wbom  St.  Pftid  says, 
''  Oi>e  is  hungry,  and  another  is  drunken?"  I  am  sure  if  it 
can,  it  is  not  the  blood  of  Christ ;  for  Mr.  Bland's  a/gument^ 
in  queen  Mary's  time,  concluded  well  in  this  instance.  That 
which  is  in  the  chalice,  can  make  a  man  drunk ;  but  Christ's 
blood  cannot  make  a  man  drunk :  therefore,  that  which  is  in 
the  chalice,  is  not  Christ's  blood-  To  avoid  this,  they  must 
answer  to  the  major,  and  say  that  it  does  not  *  supponere 
uniyersaliter ;'  for  eyery  thing  in  the  chalice  does  not  make  a 
man  drunk, —  for  in  it  there  are  accidents  of  bread,  and  the 
body  besides,  and  they  do  inebriate,  not  this ;  that  is,  a  man 
ipay  be  drunk  with  colour",  and  quantity,  and  a  smell,  whei^ 
there  is  nothing  that  smells'";  for  indeed  if  there  were  a 
substance  to  be  smelt,  it  might  \  but  that  accidents  can  do  it 
alone,  is  not  to  be  supposed;  unless  God  should  work  a 
miracle  to  make  a  man  drunk,  which  to  say,  I  think,  were 
blasphemy.  But  again,  can  '  an  accidental  form'  kill  a  man? 
But  the  young  emperor  of  the  house  of  Luxemburgh  was 
poisoned  by  a  consecrated  wafer,  and  pope  Victor  III.  had 
like  to  haye  been,  and  the  archbishop  of  York  was  poisoned 
by  the  chalice,  say  Mathew  Paris  and  Malmsbiiry.  And  if 
the  body  be  accidentally  moved  at  the  motion  of  accidents  ', 
then,  by  the  same  reason,  it  may  accidentally  become  mouldy, 
or  sour,  or  poisonous;  which,  methinks,  to  all  Christian 
ears,  should  strike  horror  to  hear  it  spoken.  I  will  not  heap 
up  more  instances  of  the  same  kind  of  absurdities,  and  horrid 
consequences  of  this  doctrine ;  or  consider  how  a  man  or  a 
mouse  can  live  upon  the  consecrated  wafers;  (as  Aimouius 
tells  that  Lewis  the  Fair  did,  for  forty  days  together,  Uve  upon 
the  sacrament ;  and  a  Jew,  or  a  Turk,  could  live  on  it  without 
a  miracle,  if  he  had  enough  of  it),  and  yet  cannot  Uve  upon 
accidents ;  it  being  a  certain  rule  in  philosophy,  *^  Ex  iisdem 
nutriuntur  mixta  ex  quibus  fiunt ;"  and  a  man  may  as  well  be 
made  of  accidents,  and  be  no  substance,  as  well  as  be  nou* 
rished  by  accidents  without  substance :  neither  will  I  inquire, 

"  V«^  It  ica2  xjfif*^^  nd  io'fMk  w  t^I^i,  ovli  itmii  •vn  Mf«nf ,  fun  fd^.  — 
Ariti.  De  Anim.  lib.  iii.  c.  IS. 

«  Est  enim  liic  color  et  tapor,  qnalitai  et  qnantitas,  cikm  nihil  in  alterntro 
sit  coloratnm,  et  sapidum,  quantnm  ct  quale.  Innocent.  3.  de  Ofiic.  Missse, 
lib.  iii.  c.  tu 

p  Bellar.  lib.  iii.  c.  10.  de  Ench.    Sect.  Retpondeo  corpus. 
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how  it  ia  pq99ib}€),  ik^t  we  8bo«kl  eftt  Chrisf  9  ^ody  without 
t6i)chi»g  it ;  or  hqyf  we  can  l^e  f Md  to  touch  Christ'B  body, 
when  we.oply  touch  and  ^sta  t]ie  acpi^ents  of  bread;  or, 
hitly»  how  we  can  touch  the  acci^enta  of  bread,  without  the 
eub^taneey  pq  tq  do  h^ing  i^ipos^ible  in  nature : 

Tangere  enim  aot  tangi,  nisi  corpus,  nalla  potest  rei, 

said  l^ifCfetiuR^,  and  frgm  hinf  TertuUian,  in  his  fifth  chapter 
of  hie  book  *  De  Anim&.'  These,  and  divers  other  part;i- 
odai^y  I  wi^l  not  insist  if pon :  but  instead  of  them,  I  argue 
thus  frpqi  Uieir  own  grounds ;  if  Christ  be  properly  said  to 
be  touched,  and  to  be  eaten,  because  the  accidents  are  so, — 
then,  by  the  san^e  re^ison,  he  may  be  properly  made  hot,  or 
cold,  or  taouldyj  or  dry,  or  wet,  or  venemous,  by  the  pro- 
portionable mutation  of  accidents :  if  Christ  be  not  properly 
taken  aa4  manducated,  to  what  purpose  is  he  properly  there  ? 
sp  that  ojA  e^^er  hand  t^ere  is  a  snare.  But  it  is  time  to  be 
weary  of  all  this,  and  inquire  after  the  doctrine  of  the  church, 
in  ihis  great  question ;  for  thither  at  last,  with  some  seeming 
cpi|fide}ice^  they  dio  appeal.  Thither,  therefore,  we  will 
follow-    . 


SECTION  XIL 

Transubitantiatian  was  not  the  Doctrine  of  the  primitive 

Church, 

Cqncbrnino  this  topic  or  head  Qf  argument,  I  have  some 
ihing(8  to  premise. 

1.  First:  In. this. question,  it  is  not  necessary,  that  I 
briug  a.  catalQg)ie  of  all  the  ancient  writers.  For,  although 
to  pn)y^  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  to  be  catholic,  it 
is  veqe^s^ry^  by  Vincentius  Lirinensis's  rules,  and  by  the 
thiug,  thftt  they  shQu|d  all  agree ;  yet  to  show  it  not  to  have 
been  the  established,  resolved  doctrine  of  the  primitive 
^harch,  thjg  fu^fi^m  is  not  necessary.  Because  although  no 
aigup^eat  am  prove  it  catholic,  but^  consent;  yet  if  some, 
as  les^ned,  as  ho}y,  as  orthodox,  do  dissent,  it  is  enough  to 

i  EiclMtadt,  lib.  i.  305.  p.  ^5. 
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prove  it  not  to  be  catholic.  As  a  proposition  is  not  universal, 
if  there  be  one,  or  three,  or  ten  exceptions ;  but  to  make  it 
universal,  it  mast  be  Mara  xarra;,  it  must  take  in  sJl. 

2.  Secondly :  None  of  the  fathers  speak  words  exclusive 
of  our  way,  because  our  way  contains  a  spiritual  sense; 
which,  to  be  true,  our  adversaries  deny  not,  but  say,  it  is  not 
sufficient,  but  there  ought  to  be  more.  But  their  words  do 
often  exclude  the  way  of  the  church  of  Rome,  and  are  not 
so  capable  of  an  answer  for  them. 

3.  Thirdly :  When  the  saying  of  a  father  is  brought,  out 
of  which  his  sense  is  to  be  drawn  by  argument  and  discourse, 
by  two  or  three  remote  uneasy  consequences ;  I  do  not  think 
it  fit  to  take  notice  of  those  words,  either  for  or  against  us : 
because  then  his  meaning  is  as  obscure  as  the  article  itself, 
and,  therefore,  he  is  not  fit  to  be  brought  in  interpretation  of  it. 
And  the  same  also  is  the  case,  when  the  words  are  brought 
by  both  sides ;  for  then  it  is  a  shrewd  sign,  the  doctor  is  not 
well  to  be  understood,  or  that  he  is  not  fit,  in  those  words,  to 
be  an  umpire;  and  of  this  cardinal  Perron  is  a  great  ex- 
ample, who  spends  a  volume  in  folio,  to  prove  St.  Austin  ta 
be  of  their  side  in  this  article,  or  rather,  not  to  be  against 
'them. 

4.  Fourthly :  All  those  testimonies  of  fathers,  which  are  as 
general,  indefinite,  and  unexpounded,  as  the  words  of  Scrip- 
ture which  are  in  question,  must,  in  this  question,  pass  for 
nothing;  and,  therefore,  when  the  fathers  say,  that  in  the 
sacrament  is  '  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ,' — that  *  there  is 
the  body  of  our  Lord,' —  that  before  consecration  it  is  ^ro; 
afiroi,  *  mere  bread,*  but  afler  consecration  it  is  *  verily  the 
body  of  Christ,  truly  his  flesh,  truly  his  blood,' — these  and 
the  like  sayings  are  no  more  than  the  words  of  Christ, 
"  Tliis  is  my  body ;"  and  are  only  true  in  the  same  sense; 
of  which  I  have  all  this  while  been  giving  an  account :  that 
is,  by  a  change  of  condition,  of  sanctification,  and  usage: 
We  believe — that  *  afler  consecration  and  blessing,  it  is 
really  Christ's  body,  which  is  verily  and  indeed  taken  of  the 
faithful  in  the  Lord's  supper;' — and  upon  this  account,  we 
shall  find  that  many,  very  many  of  the  authorities  of  the 
fathers,  commonly  alleged  by  the  Roman  doctors  in  this 
question,  will  come  to  nothing.  For  we  speak  their  sense^ 
and  in  their  own  words, — the  church  of  England  expressing 
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this  mystery  frequently  in  the  same  forms  of  words*;  and  we 
are  so  certain  that  to  eat  Christ's  body  spiritually  is  to  eat 
him  really,  that  there  is  no  other  way  for  him  to  be  eaten 
really^  than  by  spiritual  manducation. 

5.  Fifthly :  When  the  fathers,  in  this  question,  speak  of 
the  change  of  the  symbols  in  the  holy  sacrament,  they  some- 
times use  the  words  of  ^ro/^oxi,  fAsrafpi^fMa-n,  furwntiaaiM^^ 
fUToaroix^lmin^^  /m totoAip-i;,  in  the  Greek  church  ^ :  '  conversion, 
mutation,  transition,  migration,  transfiguration/  and  the  like 
in  the  I^tin ;  but  they  by  these  do  understand  accidental 
and  gaci^amental  conversions,  not  proper,  natural,  and  sub- 
stantial. Concerning  which,  although  I  might  refer  the 
reader  to  see  it  highly  verified  in  David  Blondel's  familiar 
.elucidations  of  the  eucharistical  controversy,  yet  a  shorter 
course  I  can  take  to  warrant  it,  without  my  trouble  or  his ; 
and  that  is,  by  the  confession  of  a  Jesuit,  and  of  no  mean 
fame  or  Reaming  amongst  them.  The  words  of  Suarez, 
whom  I  mean,  are  these :  **  Licet  antiqui  Patres/  &.C.  '^  Al- 
though the  ancient  fathers  have  us^d  divers  names,  yet  all 
they  are  either  general,  as  the  names  of  conversion,  mutation, 
jtransition ;  or  else  they  are  more  accommodated  to  an  acci- 
dental change,  as  the  name  of  transfiguration,  and  the  like : 
only  the  name  of '  transelementation,'  which  Theophylact  did 
use^  seems  to  approach  nearer  to  signify  the  propriety  of  this 
mystery,  because  it  signifies  a  change  even  of  the  first  ele- 
ments; yet  that  word  is  harder,  and  not  sufficiently  ac- 
commodate :  for  it  may  signify  the  resolution  of  one  element 
into  another,  or  the  resolution  of  a  mixed  body  into  the 
jelements'."  He  might  have  added  another  sense  of  Atsra- 
4Praix«««J»  or  '  transelementation/  For  Thophylact  «*  uses  the 
j»ame  word  to  express  the  change  of  pur  bodies  to  the  state  of 

•  See  article  28  of  the  Church  of  England. 

^  hlar»99Aati  ffymf^^'^Skid*    Ai  ^unisutmt  rSv  if^fjrmn  fdMmreulurro  bIq  tnnXn^Ut, 

—  GtoFf,  dUx-  VU»  Chnf»»  c.  55*  oMq  ia^tt  i  iuuTt^ia'M,  h  t^  |3wX«f  /mt*- 
wwM-eu  h^fMfot» — Chrys,Vit.  Auctor*  Anon,  Id.  in  fxiraCoXh,  et  reliqnis  ob« 
serrare  est  fAtrawMim,  fjoraCAkkat. —  Suidat,     MtrAa^ntyaouo'ay  f/.traa^fAati^tuM-k, 

—  AmeUr  Vitm  Chrffiott,  Atum.  c.  52.  ei  de  cwptre  Cknf8e$tomi  dixit,  tif  x^ov 
jfv0tf  furwtaifoa^,  'Afafnvfia't  ^f^9  ^''^  fAtrawoihcas,  —  (Ecutnen.  in  t  Pet,  i. 
'k  }il*xn  fAtr»ffv^fjU(u  toy  av^^anrof.  —  CUm.  Alex,  Strom.  4.    Idem.  lib.  iil. 

'  Chap.  5.  in  3.  di^p.  50.  ftec-t.  3. 

'  Theoph.  iu  St.  Luc.  xxiv.  ct  iu  St.  John,  vi. 
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incorruptlon,  add  the  change  that  is  made  in  the  fttithful, 
ivhen  they  are  united  unto  Christ.  But  Suarez  pi'oc^eds: 
**  But  transubstantiation  does  most  properly  and  apposilely 
signify  the  passage  and  conversion  of  the  Whdie  subsiance, 
into  the  whole  substance/'  So  that  by  this  discdursb  we  are 
quitted,  and  made  free  from  the  pressure  of  all  those  autho- 
rities of  the  fathers  which  speak  of  the  '  mutation,  cotiver- 
sion,  transition,  or  passage,  or  transelementatibh,  trahsRgh'ra- 
iion,  and  the  like,'  of  the  bread  into  the  body  of  Ctinkt  \ 
these  do,  or  may,  ohiy  signify  an  accidental  change;  knd 
come  not  home  to  their  purpose  of  transubstantiatioti ;  and  it 
is  as  if  Suarez  had  said, '  the  words,  whieh  the  fathers  use  iii 
this  question,  make  not  fof  us,  and,  therefore,  we  have  raadd 
a  new  word  for  ourselves,  and  obtruded  it  upon  all  the 
world.* — But  against  it,  I  shall  only  object  an  observation  of 
Bellarmine,  that  is  not  ill.  '*  The  liberty  of  new  words  is 
dangerous  iii  the  churchy  because  out  of  new  words,  by  little 
and  little,  new  things  arise,  while  it  is  lawful  to  coin  new 
words,  in  divine  afikirs." 

6.  Sixthly :  To  which  I  add  this,  that  if  all  the  fathers  bad 
more  unitedly  affiniled  *  the  conversion  of  the  Wead  into 
Christ's  body,'  thah  they  haVe  done,  and  h&d  not  explicated 
their  meaning  as  they  have  done  indeed,  yet  this  *  Word' 
would  so  little  have  helped  the  Roman  cause,  that  it  iVoUld 
directly  have  overthrown  it.  For  in  their  '  transubcctantia- 
tion*  there  is  '  no  conversion*  of  one  thing  into  another,  but 
a  local  succession  of  Christ's  body  into  the  place  of  bread'. 
A  change  of  the  '  ubi '  was  not  used  to  be  called  *  a  substan- 
tial conversion.'  But  they  understood  nothing  of  our  present 
oMflffiia ;  they  were  not  used  to  such  curious  nothings,  and 
intricate  falsehoods,  ^d  artificial  nonsense,  with  which  the 
Roman  doctors  troubled  the  world  in  this  question.  But 
they  spake  wholly  another  thing,  and  either  they  did  tiffirm  a 
substantial  change,  or  they  did  not.  If  they  did  not,  then  it 
makes  nothing  for  them,  or  against  us ;  but  if  they  did  mean  a 
proper  substantial  change,  then,  for  so  much  as  it  comes  to, 
it  makes  against  us,  bttt  not  for  them ;  for  they  nltist  tn^n  a 
change  of  one  substance  into  another,  by  conversion, —  oir 
a  change  of  substances,  by  substitution  of  one  in  the  place  of 
another.  If  they  meant  die  latter,  then  it  was  no  conversion 
of  one  into  another ;  and  then  they  expressed  not  what  they 
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meant ;  for '  conversion/  which  was  their  word,  could  signify 
nothing  of  that;  but  if  they  meant  the  change  of  substance 
into  substance,  properly  by  conversion, — then  they  have 
confuted  the  present  doctrine  of  transubstantiation ;  whibh 
though  they  call  a  substantial  change,  yet  an  accident  is  the 
'  terminus  ihutationis,'  that  is,  it  is,  by  their  explication  of  it, 
wholly  an  accidental  change,  as  I  have  before  discoursed*; 
for  nothing  is  produced  but  ubiquity  or  presentiality ;  that  is, 
it  is  only  made  present,  where  it  was  not  before.  And  it  is 
to  be  observed,  that  there  is  a  vast  difference  between  con- 
version and  transubstantiation ;  the  first  is  not  denied ; 
meaning  by  it  a  change  of  use,  of  condition,  of  sanctification ; 
as  a  table  is  changed  into  an  altar,  a  house  into  a  church,  a 
ipan  into  a  priest,  Matthias  into  an  apostle,  the  water  of  the 
river  into  the  laver  of  regeneration ;  but  this  is  not  any  thing 
of  transubstantiation.  For  in  this  new  device,  there  are 
three  strange  affirmatives,  of  which  the  fathers  never  dreamed. 
I.  That  the  natural  being  of  bread  i^  wholly  ceased,  and  is 
not  at  all  neither  the  matter  nor  the  form.  2.  That  the 
accidents  of  bread  and  wine  remain  without  a  subject,  their 
proper  subject  being  annihilated,  and  they  not  subjected  in 
the  holy  body.  3.  That  the  body  of  Christ  is  brought  into 
the  place  of  the  breads  which  is  not  changed  into  it,  but  is 
succeeded  by  it.  These  are  the  constituent  propositions  of 
transubstantiation,  without  the  proof  of  which,  all  the  affir- 
mations of  conversion  signify  nothing  to  their  purpose,  or 
against  ours. 

7.  Seventhly:  When  the  fathers  use  the  word  '  nature' 
in  this  question,  sometimes  saying  the  '  nature  is  changed,' 
sometimes  that  '  the  nature  remains,'  it  is  evident  that  they 
either  contradicted  each  other,  or  that  the  word  '  nature' 
hath,  amongst,  them,  diverse  significations.  Now  in  order  to 
this,  I  suppose,  if  men  will  be  determined  by  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  things  themselves,  and  the  usual  manners  of 
speech,  and  not  by  prejudices  and  prepossessions, — it  will 
be  evident,  that  when  they  speak  of  the  change  of  nature, 
saying  that  bread  changes  his  nature,  it  may  be  understood 
of  an  accidental  change:  for  that  the  word  *  nature'  is  used 
for  a  change  of  accidents,  is,  by  the  Roman  doctors,  con- 

<  Vide  sect.  li.  n.  54. 
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tended  for,  when  it  is  to  serve  their  ^turas  (particularly  in 
their  answer  to  the  words  of  pope  Gelasius) ;  and  it  is  evident 
in  the  thing ;  for  we  say,  a  man  of  a  good  nature,  that  is,  of 
a  loving  disposition.  It  is  natural  to  me  to  love  or  hate  this 
or  that;  and  it  is  against  my  '  nature/  that  is,  '  my  custom 
or  my  affection/  But  then,  as  it  may  signify  accidents,  and 
a  natural  change  may  yet  be  accidental,  as  when  water  is^ 
changed  into  ice,  wine  into  vinegar;  yet  it  is  also  certain 
that '  nature '  may  mean  '  substance :'  and  if  it  can,  by  the 
analogy  of  the  place,  or  the  circumstances  of  speech,  or  by 
any  thing,  be  declared,  when  it  is  that  they  mean  a  '  sub- 
stance' by  using  the  word  '  nature ;'  it  must  be  certain,  that 
then  '  substance '  is  meant  when  the  word  '  nature '  is  used 
distinctly  from,  and  in  opposition  to,  accidents ;  or  when  it 
is  esqplicated  by,  and  in  conjunction  with,  substance;  which 
observation  is  reducible  to  practice,  in  the  following  testi- 
monies of  Theodoret,  Gelasius,  and  others :  "  Immortali- 
tate/n  dedit,  naturam  non  abstulit,"  says  St.  Austin  ^ 

8.  Eighthly ;  So  also,  whatsoever  words  are  used  by  the 
ancient  doctors  seemingly  affirmative  of  a  substantial  change, 
cannot  serve  their  interest,  that  now  most  desire  it ;  because 
themselves  being  pressed  with  the  words  of  '  natura,'  and 
*  substantia,'  against  them,  answer,  that  the  fathers  using 
these  words,  mean  them  not  futrixM^,  but  Bto}iOYiM£i,  not 
'  naturally,'  but  '  theologically,'  that  is,,  as  I  suppose,  not 
'  properly,'  but  *  sacramentally :'  by  the  same  account,  when 
they  speak  of  the  change  of  the  bread  into  the  substance 
of  Christ's  body,  they  may  mean  the  change  of  substance, 
not  naturally,  but  sacramentally ;  so  that  this  ought  to  inva- 
lidate the  greatest  testimony,  which  can  be  alleged  by  them; 
because  themselves  have  taken  from  the  words  that  sense, 
which  only  must  have  done  them  advantage ;  for  if  '  sub- 
stantia' and  '  natura,'  always  mean  '  naturally,'  then  their 
sentence  is  oftentimes  positively  condemned  by  the  fathers : 
if  this  may  mean  '  sacramentally,'  then  they  can  never 
without  a  just  answer,  pretend  from  their  words  to  prove  a 
'  natural,  substantial  change.' 

9.  Ninthly;  But  that  the  words  of  the  fathers,  in  their 
/npst  hyperbolical  expressions,  ought  to  be  expounded  sacra^ 

'^  Ad  Daidauuiii. 
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mentally  and  mystically,  we  have  sufficient  warrant  from 
themselves,  affirming  frequently  that  the  name  of  the  thing 
signified  is  given  to  the  sign,  St.  Cyprian  affirms  *'  ut  signi- 
ficantia  et  significata  eisdem  vocabuUs  ceniiteantur/'  ''  the 
same  words  represent  the  sign  and  the  thing  signified  s.' W 
The  same  is  affirmed  by  St.  Austin,  in  his  epistle  '  ad  Boni- 
facium  ^.*  Now  upon  this  declaration  of  themselves,  and  of 
Scripturci  whatsoever  attributes  either  of  them  give  to  brea4 
after  consecrationi  we  are,  by  themselves,  warranted  against 
the  force  of  the  words  by  a  metaphorical  sense ;  for  if  they 
call  the  sign  by  the  name  of  the  thing  signified,  and  the 
thing  intended  is  called  by  the.  name  of  a  figure,  and  the 
figure  by  the  name  of  the  tiling,  then  no  affirmative  of  the 
•fathers  can  conclude  against  them,  that  have  reason  to 
believe  the  sepse  of  the  words  of  institution  to  be  figurative ; 
for  their  answer  is  ready ;  the  fathers  and  the  Scriptures  too, 
,  call  the  figure  by  the  name  of  the  thing  figurated ;  the  bread 
by  the  name  of  flesh,  or  the  body  of  Christ,  which  it  figures 
and  represents. 

10.  Tenthly;  The  fathers  in  their  alleged  testimonies, 
speak  more  than  is  allowed  to  be  literally  and  properly  true, 
by  either  side,  and,  thereforej^  declare  and  force  an  unden- 
standing  of  their  words  different  from  the  Roman  pretension. 
Siich  are  the  words  of  St.  Chrysostom ;  **  Thou  seest  him, 
thou  touchest  him,  thou  eatest  him,  and  thy  tongue  is  made 
bloody,  by  this  admirable  blood, —  thy  teeth  are  fastened  in 
his  flesh,  thy  teeth  are  made  red  with  his  blood '  ;'*  and  the 

*  author  of  the  book  '  De .  Coan^  Domini,'  attributed  to  St. 
Cyprian,  "  Cruci  ha^remiis^''  &c  "  We  stick  close  to  the 
crouB,  we  suck  his  blood;  and  fasten  our  tongue  between  the 
Tery  wounds  of  our  Redeemer :"  and  under  this  head  may  be 
reduced  very  many  other  testimonies;  now  how  far  these. go 
beyond  the  just  positive  limit,  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  any 
man  to  say,— and  to  take  into  this  account,  as  many  as  he 
{dease,  even  all  that  go  beyond  his  own  sense  and  opinioxi, 
without  all  possibility  of  being  confuted. 

11.  Eleventhly,;  In  vain  will  it  be  for  any  of  the  Roman 
doctors,  to  allege  the  words  of  the  fathers  proving  the  con- 

w  Semt.  de  Uait.  ^  Vide  infra,  n.  9>. 

Horn.  85,  itt  S«  Mat  Horn.  60.  et  6.  ad  AoHoch.  pog* 
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Tersion  of  bread  into  Christ's  body  or  flesh,  and  of  the  wine 
iiito  his  blood ;  since  they  say  the  same  thing  of  us,  that  we 
also  are  turned  into  Christ's  flesh,  and  body,  and  blood.    So 
St.  Chrysostom ;  "He  reduces  us  into  the  same  mass^  or 
lump,  neque  id  fide  soliUm  sed  reips&;  and  in  very  deed 
makes  us  to  be  his  body''." — So  Pope  Leo:  "In  roystidL 
distributione  spiritualis  alimoniae,  hoc  impertitur  et  sumitur, 
ttt,  accipientes  virtutem  coelestis  cibi,  in  camem  ipsius,  qui 
caro  nostra  factus  est,  transeamus." — And  in  his  24th  ser- 
mon of  the  passion,  "  Non  alia  igitur  participatio  corporis, 
quiLm  ut  in  id  quod  sumimus  transeamus :"  "  There  is  no 
other  participation  of  the  body,  than  that  we  should  pass  into 
that  which  we  receive.     In  the  mystical  distribution  of  the 
spiritual  nourishment,   this   is   given   and   taken,  that  we 
receiving  the  virtue  of  the  heavenly  food,  may  pass  into,  his 
flesh  who  became  our  flesh.''— And  Rabanus'  makes  the 
apology  fit  to  this  question ;  **  Sicut  illud  in  nos  convertitur, 
dimi  id  manducamus  et  bibimus :  sic  et  nos  in  corpus  Christi 
convertimur,  dum  obedienter,  et  pi^  vivimus:"  "  As  that 
Christ's  body  is  converted  into  us  while  we  eat  it,  and  drink 
•it ;  so  are  we  converted  into  the  body  of  Christ,  while  we 
live  obediently  and  piously." — So  Gregory  Nyssen";   tJ 
adoyarov  ffH/Ma  h  t«  SofoXeiCom  ewro  yivifuvoff  Tfo;  t^v  iavntv  fiavf 
MM  TO  Tofv  fjurnroivu'if,    **  Tbe  immortal  body  being  in  the 
receiver,  changes  him  wholly  into  his  own  nature:" — and 
Theophylact  useth  the  same  word ;  ''  He  that  eateth  me, 
liveth  by  me,  whilst  he  is  in  a  certain  manner  mingled  with 
me,  is  transelementated  (/uirairoicmn  or  changed)  into  meJ 
I{ow  let  men  of  all  sides  do  reason,  and  let  one  expound  the 
other,  and  it  will  easily  be  granted,  that  as  we  are  turned 
into  Christ's  body,  so  is  that  into  us,  and  so  is  the  bread 
into  that. 

12.  Twelfthly :  Whatsoever  the  fathers  speak  of  this, 
they  affirm  the  same  also  of  the  other  sacrament,  and  of  the 
sacramentals,  or  rituals  of  the  church.  It  is  a  known  simSi- 
tude  used  by  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria :  "  As  the  bread  of  the 
Eucharist  after  the  invocation  of  the  Holy  Ghost  is  na  longer 
rommon  bread,  but  it  is  the  body  of  Christ:  so  this  holy 

^  Hontt.  2IS.  in  S.  Mat.  td  Cler.  Const.      >  Dc  Iii»lit.  CIrr.  fifK  x\.  c.  31. 
»  Orat.  Cstf  cb.  ST. 
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Qtiguent  is  no  loDger  mere  and  common  ointment^  but:  it  is 
(xofi^AtA  Xficrro^,)  the  gmce  of  ChriBt :  ;cf '<''A*«  X^ictov  it  uses 
to  be  mistaken,  the  *  Chrism'  for  the  grace  or  gift  of  Christ; 
and  yet  this  is  not  spoken  properly,  as  is  apparent;  but  it  is 
in  this,  as  in  the  Eucharist :"— «so  says  the  comparison.  Thus 
St.  Chrysostom  says,  that  "  the  table  or  altar  is  as'  the 
manger  in  which  Christ  was  laid  ;'*  that  '^  the  priest  is  a 
seraphim,  and  his  hands  are  the  tongs  taking  the  coal  from 
the  altar/' — But  that  which  I  instance  in,  is  that  1.  They  say 
that  they  that  hear  the  word  of  Christ,  eat  the  flesh  of 
.Christ:  of  which  I  have  already  given  account  in  sect.  3. 
num.  10.  &c.  As  hearing  is  eating,  as  the  word  is  his  flesh,  so 
is  the  bread  after  consecration  in  a  spiritual  sense.  2.  That 
-which  comes  most  fully  home  to  this,  is  their  afiirmative 
concerning  baptism,  to  the  same  purposes,  and  in  many  of 
the  'same  expressions  which  they  use  in  this  other  sacrament. 
St.  Ambrose*^  speaking  of  the  baptismal  waters,  affirms  **  nar 
turam  mutari  per  benedictionem,"  ''  the  nature  of  them  is 
changed  by  blessing;" — and  St.  Cyril,  of  Alexandria ^  saith, 
"  By  the  operation  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  the  waters  are  reformed 
to  a  divine  nature,  by*  which  the  baptized  cleanse  their 
body." — For  in  these,  the  ground  of  all  their  great  expres- 
sions is,  that  which  St.  Ambrose  expressed  in  these  ^ords  : 
''  Non  agnosco  usum  naturae ;  nuUus  est  hie  naturse  ordo,  ubi 
est  excellentia  gratise :"  ^'  Where  grace  is  the  chief  ingre^ 
dient,  there  the  use,  and  the  order  of  nature,  is  not  at  aU 
considered." — But  this  whole  mystery  is  most  clear  in  St. 
Austin ^  affirming;  that  **  we  are  made  partakers  of  the 
body  and  blood  of  Christ,  when,  in  baptism,  we  are  made 
members  of  Christ;  and  are  not  estranged  from  the  fellow*- 
ship,  of  that  bread  and  chalice,  although  we  die  before  we 
eat  that  bread,  and  drink  that  cup."—''  Tingimur  in  paasione 
Domini;"  "  We. are  baptized  into  the  passion  of  our  Lord," 
says  Tertullian ; — ''  into  the  death  of  Christ,"  saitb  St.  Paul.: 
foK  by  both  sacraments  ''  we  sho^  the  Lord's  death." 

13.  Thirteenthly ;  Upon  the  account  of  these  premises 
we  jnaay  be  secured. against  all  the  objections,  or  the  greatest 
part  of  those  testimonies  from  antiquity,  which  are  pretended 

•  Lib.  iv.  de  Sacram.  et  lib.  de  iis  qui  initiantur  myster.  c.  9. 

•  'Lib.  ii.  in  Joban*  €.»49. 

9  A<MotatM  apiid  Bedfim  ivrl  €or.  x.  \kb,,  de  bap. 
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for  transubstantiation ;  for  either  they  apeak  that  which  we 
acknowledge,  or  that '  it  ia  Chriat'a  body/  that  it  is  '  not 
common  bread/  that  'it  is  a  divine  thing/  that  ^we  eat 
Christ's  flesh/  that '  we  drink  his  blood/  and  the  like ;  all 
which  we  acknowledge  and  explicate,  as  we  do  the  words  of 
institution ;  or  else  they  speak  more  than  both  sides  allow  to 
be  literally  true ;  or  speak  as  great  things  of  other  mysteries 
which  must  not,  cannot  be  expounded  literally ;  that  is,  they 
speak  more,  or  less,  or  diverse  from  them,  or  the  same  with 
us :  and  I  think  there  is  hardly  one  testimotiy  in  Bellarmine, 
in  Coccius,  and  Perron,  that  is  pertinent  to  this  question, 
but  may  be  made  invalid,  by  one,  or  more  of  the  former 
considerations.  But  of  those,  if  there  be  any,  of  which  there 
may  be  a  material  doubt,  beyond  the  cure  of  these  observsh 
tions,  I  shall  give  particular  account  in  the -sequel. 

14.  But  then  for  the  testimonies,  which  I  shall  allege 
Bgainst  the  Roman  doctrine  in  this  article,  they  will  not  be 
so  easily  avoided.  1.  Because  many  of  them  are  not  only 
affirmative  in  the  spiritual  sense,  but  exclusive  of  the  natural 
and  proper.  2.  Because  it  is  easy  to  suppose  that  they  .may 
speak  hyperboles,  but  never  that  which  would  undervalue 
the  blessed  sacrament :  for  an  hyperbole  is  usual,  not  a  fUMo^i, 
or  the  '  lessening*  a  mystery ;  that  may  be  true, — ^this,  never-; 
thatmay  be  capable  of  a  fiur  interpretation,  this  can  admit 
of  none;  that  may  breed  reverence, — this,  contempt.  To 
whk^  I  add  this,  that  the  heathens,  slandering  the  Christiaiis 
to  be  worshipp€frs  of  Ceres  or  Liber,  because  of  the  holy 
bread  and  chalice  (as  appears  in  St.  Austm,  book  xx.  chap.  13. 
against  Faustus  the  Manichee),  had  reason  to  advance  the 
reputation  of  sacramentol  signs  to  be  above  common  bread 
and  ivine,  not  only  so  to  explicate  the  truth  of  the  mystery, 
but  to  stop  the  mouth  of  their  calumny :  and  therefore  for 
higher  expressions  there  might  be  cause,  but  not  such  a 
•G$use  for  any  lower  than  the  severest  truth ;  and  yet  let  me 
observe  this  by  the  way :  St  Austin  answered  only  thus : 
^'  We  are  far  from  doing  so,  Quamvis  panis  et  calicis  sacra- 
mentnm  ritu  nostro  amplectamur."  St*  Austin  might  have 
•forther  removed  the  calumny,  if  he  had  been  of  the  Romi^ 
persuasion;  who  adore  not  the  bread,  nor  eat  it  at  all  in 
their  synaxes,  until  it  be  no  bread,  but  changed  into  the 
body  of  our  Lord.    But  be  knew  nothing  of  that.    Neither 
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was  there  eveT  any  scsTndal  of  ChnBttanB  upon  eny  mistake^ 
that  coald  b^  a  probable  excuse  for  them  to  lessen  theic 
ezpre83ion8  in  the  matter  eucharistical.    Indeed  Mr.  Brerely 
hath  got  an  ignorant  fancy  by  the  end^  which  I  am  now  to 
note,  and  wipe  off.    He  says,  that  the  primitive  Christiana 
were  scandalized  by  the  heatfien  to  be  eaters  of  .the  flesh  of 
I  a  child,  which,  in  all  reason,  must  be  occasioned  by  their  do&r 
trine  of  the  manducation  of  Christ's  flesh  in  the  sacranient } 
and  if  this  be  true,  then  we  may  suspectj  that  they,  to  wipe 
off  this  scandal,  might  remove  their  doctrine  as  far  from 
the  objection  as  they  could,  and  therefore  might  use  some 
lessening  expressions.  ,  To  this  I  answer,  that  the  occasions 
of  the  report  were  the  sects  of  the  Gnosticks,  and  the  Pepu-> 
tians.    The  Ont)9tiGks,  as  Epiphanius  reports,  bruised  a  new^ 
bom  infant  in  a  mortar,  and  all  of  them  did  communicate,  by 
eating  portions  of  it ;  and  the  Montanisto,  having  sprinkled  a 
little  child  with  meal,  let  him  blood,  and  of  that  made  their 
eucharistical  bread ;  and  these  stories  the  Jews  published  to 
disrepute,  if  they  could,  the  whole  religion ;  but  nothing  of 
this  related  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Christian  eucharist,  though 
the  bell  always  must  tinkle,  as  they  are  pleased  to  think* 
But  this  turned  to  advantage  of  the  truth,  and  to  the  clearing 
of  this  article.    For  when  the  scandal  got  foot,  and  run 
abroad,  the  heathens  spared  not  to  call  the  Christians  canj 
nibak,  and  to  impute  to  them  anthropophagy,  or  the  devour* 
iug  huoian  flesh*  and  that  they  made  Thyestes's  feast,  who,  b][ 
the  procurement  of  Atreus,  ate  his  own  children.  Against  this 
the  Christian  apologists  betook  themselves  to  a  defence. 
Jvstin  Martyr  says,  the  false  devils  had  set  on  work  some 
tile  persons,  to  kill  some  one  or  other  to  give  colour  to  the 
report*    Athenagoras**,  in  a  high  defiance  of  the  infamy,  asks, 
**  Do  you  think  we  are  murderers  ?  for  there  is  no  way  to  eat 
man's  flesh,  unlesA  we  first  kill  him." — Octavius,  in  Minutlus 
Felix,  confutes  it  upon  this  account :  ''  We  do  not  receive 
the  Uood  of  beasts  into  our  food  or  beverage ;  therefore  we 
%m  infinitely  distant  from  drinking  man's  blood." — And  this 
same  Tertullian,  in  his  Apologetick  %  presses  further,  affirming, 
that ''  to  discover  Christians,  they  use  to  offer  them  a  black 
pttddiogi  or  something  in  which  blood  remained,*'  and  they 

t  Lcgatii  pro  QbrisUan.  '  Cap.9» 
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chose  rather  to  die,  than  to  do  it ;  and  of  this  we  may  see 
instances,  in  the  story  of  Sanctus  and  Blandina,  in  the  eccle^ 
siastical  histories.  Concerning  which  it  is  remarkable,  what 
Oecumenius,  in  his  Catena  upon  the  2d  chapter  of  the  first 
epistle  of  St.  Peter^  reports  oat  of  Irenseus ;  '  The  Greeks, 
having  taken  some  servants  of  Christians,  pressing  to  learn 
something  secret  of  the  Christians,  and  they  having  nothing 
in  their  notice  to  please  the  inquisitors,  except  that  they  had 
heard  of  their  masters,  that  the  divine  communion  is  the 
blood,  and  body  of  Christ;  they  supposing  it  true  according 
to  their  rude  natumi  apprehensions,  tortured  Sanctus  and 
Blandina,  to  confess  it.  But  Blandina  answered  them  thus: 
*  How  can  they  suffer  any  such  thing  in  the  exercise  of  their 
religion,  who  do  not  nourish  themselves  with  flesh  that  is 
permitted  V  All  this  trouble  came  upon  the  act  of  the  fore^ 
mentioned  heretics;  the  report  was  only  concerning  the 
blood  of  an  infant,  not  of  a  man,  as  it  must  have  been,  if 
it  had  been  occasioned  by  the  sacrament ;  but  the  sacrament 
was  not  so  much  as  thought  of  in  this  scrutiny,  till  the  ex»^ 
mination  of  the  servants  gave  the  hint  to  him  in  the  torture 
of  Blandina. — Cardinal  Perron,  perceiving  much  detriment 
likely  to  come  to  their  doctrine  by  these  apologies  of  the 
primitive  Christians,  upon  the  eleventh  anathematism  of  St 
Cyril,  says,  that  they  deny  anthropophagy,  but  did  not  deny 
theanthropophagy, — saying,  that  *  they  did  not  eat  the  flesh, 
nor  drink  the  blood  of  a  mere  man,  but  of  Christ,  who  was 
God  and  man :' — ^which  is  so  strange  a  device,  as  I  wonder 
it  could  drop  from  the  pen  of  so  great  a  wit  For  this  would 
have  been  a  worse,  and  more  intolerable  scandal,  to  affirm 
that  Christians  eat  their  God,  and  sucked  his  blood,  and 
Were  devourers  not  only  of  a  man,  but  of  an  immortal  God« 
But,  however,  let  his  fancy  be  confronted  with  the  extracts 
of  the  several  apologies,  which  I  have  now  cited,— and  itwitt 
appear,  that  nothing  of  the  Cardinal's  fancy  can  come  neat 
their  sense,  or  words:  for  all  the  business  was  upon  thd 
blood  of  a  child,  which  the  Gnostics  had  killed,  or  the  Mote- 
tanists  tormented ;  and  the  matter  of  the  saci^ment  was  not 
in  the  whole  rumour  so  much  as  thought  upon. 

15.  Lastly :  unless  there  be  no  one  objection  of  ours,  that 
means  as  it  says,  but  all  are  shadows,  and  nothing  is  awake 
but  Bellarmine,in  all  his  dreams;  or  Perron^  ia  all  his  labo- 
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lioitt  excuses;  if  we  be  allowed  to  be  in  our  wits,  and  to 
understand  Latin^  or  Greeks  or  common  sense ;  unless  *tbe 
fathers  must  all  be  understood  according  to  their  new  non* 
sense  answers,  which  the  primitive  doctors  were  so  far  from 
understanding  or  thinking  of,  that  besides  that  it  is  next  to 
impudence  to  suppose  they  could  mean  them,  their  own  doo^ 
tors,  in  a  few  ages  last  past,  did  not  know  them,  but  opposed^ 
and  spake  some  things  contrary,  and  many  things  divers 
from  diem :  I  say,  unless  we  have  neither  sense,  nor  reason^ 
nor  souls  like  other  men,  it  is  certain,  that  not  one,  nor  two, 
but  very  many  of  the  fathers,  taught  our  doctrine  most  ex* 
pressly  in  this  article,  and  against  theirs*  And  after  aU, 
whether  the  testimonies  of  the  doctors  be  ancient,  or  modem, 
it  is  advantage  to  us,  and  inconvenient  for  them :  for  if  it  be 
ancient,  it  shows  their  doctrine  not  to  be  from  the  beginning ; 
if  it  be  modern,  it  does  it  more ;  for  it  declares  plainly,  the 
doctrine  to  be  but  of  yesterday :  now  I  am  very  certain,  I 
can  make  it  appear,  not  to  have  been  the  doctrine  of  the 
church,  not  of  any  church  whose  records  we  have,  for  above 
a  thousand  years  together. 

16.  But  now,  in  my  entry  upon  the  testimonies  of  fathers, 
I  shall  make  my  way  the  more  plain  and  credible,  if  I  pre- 
mise the  testimonies  of  some  of  the  Roman  doctors  in  this 
business.  And  the  first  I  shall  name,  is  Bellarmine"  himself^ 
who  was  the  most  wary  of  giving  advantage  against  himself; 
but  yet  he  says,  **  Non  esse  mirandum/'  8(«»  ^'  it  is  not  to  be 
wondered  at,  if  St.  Austin,  Theodoret,  and  oth^s  of  the 
ancients,  spake  some  things,  which,  in  show,  seem  to  favour 
the  heretics,  when,  even  from  Jodocus  some  things  did  fall^ 
which  by  their  adversaries  were  drawn  to  their  cause.^ — 
Now  though  he  lessens  the  matter  by  'qusedam*  and  '  vide- 
antur,'  and  'in  speciem,'  'seemingly,'  and  Mn  show'  and 
'  some  things,'  yet  it  was  as  much  as  we  could  expect  from 
him ;  with  whom  '  visibilit^r,'  if  it  be  on  our  side,  must  mean 
'  invisibilit^r,'  and  '  statuimus'  must  be  '  abrogamus.'^^But  I 
rest  not  here :  Alphonsus  ^  Castro '  says  more:  ''  De  tran- 
«ubstantiatione  panis  in  corpus  Christi,  rara  est»  in  antiquis 
scriptoribus,  mentio :"  '^  The  ancient  writers  seldom  mention 

'  Lib.  ii.  Each.  c.  25.  Sect.  Hie  vero. 
<  Oc  U«r.  lib.  vHi.  v.  Ijidulgeotia. 
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the  change  6Pthe  nabstan^e  of  bread  into  the^body  of  OhmtT! 
"—And  yet  tbese  men  would  make  us  believe,  tkat  all  the 
world  is  their  own.  But  Bcotus  does  <firectly  deny  the  doct 
tiine  of  conversion  or  transubstantiation  to  be  ancient;  00 
aays  Henriquez".-^''  Ante  concilium  Lateranense^  transub* 
atantiatio  non  fuit  dogma  fidei ; "  so  said  Scotus  himself,  as 
Bellarmine'  dtes  him :  and  some  of  the  fathers'  of  the  so* 
eiety  in  England,  in  their  prison  affirmed,  **  Rem  transubstan« 
iiationis  patres  ne  attigiese  quidem ;''  **  That  the  fathers  did 
not  so  much  as  touch  the  matter  of  transubstantiation :"— ^ 
and  it  was  likely  so,  because  Peter  Lombard ',  whose  design 
it  was  to  collect  the  sentences  of-  the  fathers  into  heads  of 
articles,  found  in  them  so  nothing  to  the  purpose  of  tnav> 
liubstahtiation,  that  he  professed  he  was  not  able  to  define^ 
whether  the  conversion  of  the  eucharistieal  bread  were  formal 
or  substantial,  or  of  another  kind.  ''To  some  it  seems  to 
be  substantial,  saying,  '  the  substance  is  changed  into  the 
aubstance :'" — ^  Quibusdam,'  et  '  videtur,'  *  it  seems/— and 
ihat  not  ^0  all  neither^  but  to  some ;  for  his  part,  he  knows 
not,  whether  they  are  right  or  wrong ;  therefore,  in  his  days^ 
the  doctrine  was  not  catholic.  And,  metbinks,  it. was  an 
odd  saying  of  Vasquez*,  and  much  to  this  purpose ;  *  that  as 
soon  as  ever  the  later  schoolmen  heard  the  name  of  transnb^ 
stantiation,  such  a  controversy  did  arise  concerning  the  mttore 
of  it  (he  says  not  of  the  meaning  of  the  word,  but  the  nature 
of  the  thing)^  that  by  how  much  the  more  they  did  endeavour 
to  extricate  themselves,  by  so  much  the  more  they  were 
entangled  in  dtfficulties.'-^It  seems  that  it  was  news  to  them 
to  hear  talk  of  it,  and  they  were  as  much  strangers  to  the 
nature  of  it,  as  to  the  name;  it  begat  quarrels,  and  became 
a  riddle,  which  they  could  not  resolve;  but,  like  Aohelous's 
horn,  sent  forth  a  river  of  more  difficulty  to' be  waded 
trough,  than  the  horn  was  to  be  broken..  And  amongst 
these  schoolmen,  Durandus  maintained  an  heretical  opinion 
(says  Sellarmine^),  saying,  ^  that  the  form  of  bread  was 
changed  into  Christ's  body  ^  but  that  the  matter-  of  bread 
temained  stiU  ;*-— by  which  also  it  is  apparent,  fjiat  then  thit 

"  Siiin.  lib.  viii.  c.  95« 
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doctfuie  was  but  in  the  forge ;  it  was  once  stunpM  upon  at 
tli<e  lAteran  oonncil,  but  the  form  w^  rude,  and  it  was  fkin 
to  be  east  again,  and  polished  at  Trent;  the  Jesuit  order 
being  the  chief  masters  of  the  mint.  But  now  I  proceed  to 
the  trial  of  this  topic. 

17. 1  shall  not  need  to  arrest  the  reader  with  consideration 
of  the  pretension  made  by  thd  Roman  doctors,  out  of  the 
passions  of  the  apostles,  which  all  men  condemn  for  spurious 
and  apociyphal;  particulariy '  the  passion  of  St.  Andrew/,  said 
to  be  written  by  the  priests  and  deacons  of  Achaia.  For  it  is 
sufficient  that  they  are  so  esteemed  by  BaroniusS  censured 
for  such  by  Oelasiusi  by  Philastrius  and  Innocentius;  they 
were  corrupted  also  by  the  Manichees  by  additions  and  de^* 
tractions;  and  yet  if  they  were  genuine  and  uncorrupted^ 
they  say  nothing,  but  what  we  profess :  ^*  Although  the  holy 
Iamb,  truly  sacrificed,  and  bis  flesh  eaten  by  the  people,  doth 
nevertheless  persevere  whole  and  alive  ;*'  for  no  man,  that  I 
know  of,  pretends  that  Christ  is  so  eaten  in  the  sScrament 
that  he  dies  for  it;  for  his  flesh  is  eaten  spiritually  and  by 
faith,  and  that  is  the  most  true  manducatioh  of  Christ's  body, 
the  flesh  of  the  holy  Lamb :  and  this  manducatiori  '  breaks 
not  a  bone  of  him ;'  but  then  how  he  can  be  torn  by  the  teeth 
of  the  communicants,  and  yet  'remain  whole,'  is  a  harder 
natter  to  tell:  and  therefore  these  wbrds  are  very  far  from 
their  sense ;  they  are  nearer  to  an  objeotion :  but  I  shall  not 
be  troubled  with  this  any  more ;  save  that  I  shall  observe 
that  one  White',  of  the  Roman  persuasion,  quoting  part  of 
these  words  which  Bellarmine,  and  from  him  the  under-writers 
object :  ^'  Ego  omnipotent!  Deo  omni  die  immaculatum  agnum 
8acrifico,''-'-of  these  words  in  particular  affirms,  that,  without 
all  controversy,  they  are  apocryphal. 

18.  Next  to  him  is  St  Ignatius,  who  is  cited  to  have  said 
Domething  of  this  question,  in  his  epistle  '  ad  Smymenses'; 
'Speaking  of  certain  heretics,  ''They  do  not  admit  of  eucha- 
iists,and  oblations,  because  they  do  not  confess  the  eucharist 
to  be  the  flesh  of  our  Saviour,  which  flesh  suflered  for  us :" 
They  that  do  not  confess  it,  let  them  be  anathema :  for  sure 
it  is,  as  sure  as  Christ  is  true :  but '  quomodo'  is  the  ques- 
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74^  OF  THE  REAL  PRESENCE  OF  CHRIST 

tion»  and  of  this  St.  Ignatius  says  nothing.  But  the  under- 
standing of  these  words  perfectlyi  depends  upon  the  story  of 
that  tinie.  Concerning  which,  we  learn  out  of  Tertullian  and 
IreneeuSy  that  the  Mcu'co^ians,  the  Valentinians^  and  Mar^ 
donites,  who  denied  the  incarnation  of  the  Son  of  God,  did 
nevertheless  use  the  euchai*istical  symbols;  though,  I  say, 
they  denied  Christ  to  have  a  body.  Now  because  this  usage 
of  theirs  did  confute  their  grand  heresy  (for  to  what  purpose 
should  they  celebrate  the  sacrament  of  Christ's  body,  if  he 
bad  none  ?),  therefore  it  is  that  St.  Ignatius  might  say :  ^  They 
did  not  admit  the  eucharist,  because  they  did  not  confess  it 
to  be  the  flesh  of  Christ :'  for  though  in  practice  they  did 
admit  it,  yet,  in  theory,  they  denied  it,  because  it  could  be 
nothing,  as  they  handled  the  matter.  For  how  could  it  be 
Christ's  flesh  sacramentally,  if  he  had  no  flesh  really  ?  And« 
therefore,  they  did  not  admit  the  eucharist,  as  the  church 
did,  for,  in  no  sense  would  they  grant  it  to  be  the  flesh  of 
Christ ;  not  the  figure,  not  the  sacrament  of  it ;  lest,  admit- 
ting the  figure,  they  should  also  confess  the  substance.  But 
besides,  if  these  words  had  been  against  us,  it  had  signified 
nothing;  because  these  words  are  not  in  St. Ignatius;  they 
are  in  no  Greek  copy  of  him ;  but  they  are  reported  by  Theo- 
doret«  But  in  these  there  is  nothing  else  material,  than  whsA 
I  have  accounted  :  for  I  only  took  them  in  by  the  by,  because 
diey  are  great  names,  and  are  objected  sometimes. 

But  I  shall  descend  to  more  'material  testimonies,  and 
consider  those  objections  that  are  incident  to  the  mention  of 
the  several  fathers;  supposing  that  the  others  are  invalid, 
upon  the  account  of  the  premises ;  or,  if  they  were  not,  yet 
they  can  but  pass  for  single  opinions,  against  which  ihen^ 
selves,  and  others,  are  opposed  at  other  times. 

19.  Tertullian  is  affirmative  in  that  sense  of  the  article, 
.which  we  teach.  '*  Acceptum  panem  et  distributum  disci- 
pulis  suis,  Christus  corpus  suum  meum  fecit,  dicendo,  *  Hoc 
est  corpus,'  i*  e.  figura  corporis  mei*"."  He  proves,  against 
the.Marcionites,  that  Christ  had  a  true  real  body  in  his  in- 
carnation by  this  argument ;  because  ''  in  the  sacrament  he 
gave  bread,  as  the  figure  of  his  body,  saying.  This  is  my 
body,  that  is,  the  figure  of  my  body."     Fisher,  in  his  answer 

*  Tertullian  adv.  Marcion.  lib.  iv.  c.  40. 
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to  the  ninth  question  propounded  by  King  James,  and  he 
from  Cardinal  Perron,  says  it  is  an  uvipCarw,  and  answers  to 
this  place,  that '  Figura  corporis  mei/  refers,  after  TertuUian's 
odd  manner  of  speaking,  to  *  Hoc,'  and  not  to  *  corpus  meum,' 
which  are  the  words  immediately  preceding,  and  so  most 
proper  for  the  relation :  and  that  the  sense  is, — '  This  figure 
of  my  body  is  my  body  :'  that  is,  *this  which  was  a  figure  in 
the  Old  Testament,  is  now  a  substance.' — To  this  I  reply, 
1.  It  must  mean,  ^  this  which  is  present,  is  my  body, — not 
this  figure  of  my  body,  which  was  in  the  Old  Testament ; 
but  this,  which  we  mean  in  the  words  of  consecration ;'  and 
then  it  is  no  hyperbaton,  which  is  to  be  supplied  with  '  quod 
erat,*  '  This  which  was ;' — for  the  nature  of  a  hyperbaton  i8> 
to  make  all  right  by  a  mere  transposition  of  the  words ;  as^ 
'  Christus  mortuus  est/  that  is  '  unctus ;'  place '  unctus '  before 
'  mortuus,'  and  the  sentence  is  perfect ;  but  it  is  not  so  here  \ 
without  the  addition  of  two  words,  it  cannot  be;  and  if  two 
words  may  be  added,  we  may  make  what  sense  we  please. 
But,  2.  Suppose  that  *  figura  corporis'  dues  refer  to  *  hoc,'— • 
yet  it  is  to  be  remembered  that  *  hoc/  in  that  place,  is  one 
of  the  words  of  the  institution,  or  consecration ;  and  then  it 
can  have  no  sense  to  evacuate  the  pressure  of  his  words% 
3.  Suppose  this  reference  of  the  words  to  be  intended,  thea 
the  sense  will  be ; '  This  figure  of  my  body,  is  my  body  /  the 
consequent  of  which,  is  that  which  we  contend  for :  that  the 
'same  which  is  called  ^  his  body,  is  the  figure  of  his  body :'  the 
one  is  the  subject;  the  other,  the  predicate:  and  then  it 
aflSrms  all  that  is  pleaded  for :  as  if  we  say,  *  Haec  effigies  est 
homo/  we  mean  '  it  is  the  effigies  of  a  man ;'  and  so  in  this, 
'  This  figure  of  my  body,  is  my  body/  by  the  rtle  of  deno- 
miaatives,  signified,  *  This  is  the  figure  of  my  body/—- 4.  'In 
the  preceding  words,  Tertullian  says, "  the  pascha  was  the 
type  of  his  passion !"  this  pascha  he  desired  to  eat ;  this  pascha 
'was  not  the  lamb ; — for  he  was  betrayed  the  night  before  it 
"was  to  be  eaten:  ^'professus  se  concupiscenti&  concupisse 
edere  pascha  ut  suum  (indignum  enim  ut  quid  alienum  con- 
cupisceret  Deus"),  "  he  would  eat  the  passover  of  his  own/'— 
figuram  sanguinis  sui  salutaris  implere  concupiscebat/'  *^  he 
desired  to  fulfil  the  figure,^  that  is,  to  produce  the  last  of  all 
the  figures  of  his  healing  blood :  now  this  was  by  eating  the 
paschal  lamb,  that  is,  himself;  for  the  other  was  not  to  be 
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eftten  that  night.  Now  then,  if  the  eating,  or  delivenng^ 
himself  to  be  eateu  that  night,  was  '  iqaplere  figuram  san- 
gninis  sui/  he  then  did  'fulfil  the  figure  of  his  blood ;'  there- 
fore, '  figura  corporis  mei/  in  the  following  wordg,  must  relate 
to  what  he  did  that  night ;  that  therefore  was  the  figure,  but 
the  more  excellent,  because  the  nearest  to  the  substance, 
which  was  given  really  the  next  day :  this  therefore,  as  St* 
Gregory  Nazianzen  affirms,  was  the  most  excellent  figure, 
ilie  paschal  lamb  itself  being  '  figura  figurce/  *  the  figure  of  a 
figure,'  as  I  have  quoted  him  in  the  sequel.  And  it  is  not 
disagreeing  from  the  expression  of  Scripture,  saying  that  the 
law  had  9itik9^  o^x'  wh.  o^riy  riiy  univa  riv  mfayftarw ;  *^  a 
shadow,  but  not  the  very  image  ^:"  that  was  in  the  ceremo* 
ntes  of  the  law, — this,  in  the  sacraments  of  the  Gospel : 
Christ  himself  was  the  to  vfay/ia,  *  the  thing  itself;'  but  the 
image  was  more  than  the  shadow,  though  less  than  the  sub* 
stance ;  avrlrinrov  was  the  word  by  which  the  fathers  expressed 
this  nearer  configuration*  5.  Whereas  it  is  added,  it  had  not 
been  a  figure,  'nisi  veritatis  esset  corpus,' — to  my  sense 
clears  the  question;  for  therefore  Christ's  body,  which  he 
was  clothed  withal,  was  a  true  body,  else  this  could  not  be  a 
figure  of  it;  but  therefore  this,  which  was  also  a  figure,  could 
BOt  be  the  true  body,  of  which  it  was  a  figure.  6.  That  which 
Fisher  adds,  that  TertuUian's  drift  was  to  show,  that  whereas 
in  the  Old  Testament,  bread  was  tiie  figure  of  the  body  of 
Christ  (as  appears  by  the  words  of  the  prophet,  '  Mittamus 
lignum  in  panem  ejus ;'  that  is,  crucem  in  corpus  ejus)  Christ* 
in  the  New  Testament,  made  this  figure  really  to  be  his  body; 
this  I  conceive  to  make  very  much  against  Tertullian's  de- 
sign. For  he  proves  that  therefore  Christ  might  well  call 
bread  his  body ;  that  was  no  new  thing,  for  it  was  so  also  in 
the  old' figure;  and  therefore  may  be  so  now:  but  that  this 
was  no  more  than  a  figure,  he  adds,  **  If  therefore  he  made 
bread  to  be  his  body,  because  he  wanted  a  true  body^  then 
bread  was  delivered  for  us,  and  it  would  advance,  the  vanity 
of  Marcion,  that  bread  was  crucified." — No,  this  could  nqt 
be ;  but  therefore  he  must  mean,  that,  as  of  old,  in  the  pro- 
phet and  in  the  passover,  so  now  in  the  last  supper,  he  gave 
the  same  figure, — and  therefore  that  which  was  figured  was 

'  Hi'b.  i.  V.  1. 
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kal/viz.  his  crucified  body*  Now  suppose  we  aliould  frame 
tiliB  argument  out  of  Tertallian't  medium,  and  suppose  4t  to 
be  made  by  Mareion :  *^  The  body  of  Christ  was  delirere^ 
for  the  sins  of  the  world/'— -8cc  ''  you  Catholics  say  that 
bread  is  die  body  of  Christ,  therefore  you  say  that  bread 
wag  delivered  for  the  sins  of  the  whole  world,  and  that  bread 
was  crucified  for  you,  and  that  bread  is  the  Son  of  Ood;**-^ 
what  answer  could  be  made  to  this  out  of  TertuIIian,  but  by 
expounding  the  minor  proposition  figunttively  ?  We  Catho^ 
lies  say,  that  the  eucharistical  bread  is  the  body  of  Christ  ift 
a  figurative  sense,  it  is  'completio'  or  'consummatio  figur 
rarum/  *  the  last  and  most  excellent  of  all  figures.'  But  if 
he  should  have  said,  according  to  the  Roman  fancy,  that  it 
is  the  natural  body  of  Christ,  it  would  have  made  rare 
triumphs  in  the  schools  of  Marcfon«  But  that  there  may 
be  no  doubt  in  this  particular,  hear  himself  summing  up  his 
■own  discourses  in  this  question :  ''  Proinde  panis  et  calicis 
Sacramento  jam  in  evangelic  probavimus  corporis  et  san- 
guinis Dominici  veritatem  adversds  phantasma  Marcionis  :^ 
^  Against  the  phantasm  of  Mareion  we  have  proved  the  verity 
of  Christ's  body  and  blood  by  the  sacrament  of  bread  and 
^nes/'  7.  This  very  miswer  I  find  to  be  TertuUian's*!  own 
explication  of  this  affair ;  for  speaking  of  the  same  figu- 
rative speech  of  the  prophet  Jeremy,  and  why  bread  should 
be  called  his  body ;  he  gives  this  account :  '*  Hoc  lignum  et 
Jeremias  tibi  insinuat  dicturis  preedicans  Judaeis, '  Venite  mit- 
tamns  lignum  in  panem  ejus,'  utique  in  corpus;  sic  enim 
Dens  in  evangelic  quoque  vestro  revelavit,  panem '  corpus 
smutt '  appellans,  ut  et  hinc  jam  eum  intelligas  corporis  sui  figu^ 
Tarn  pani  dedisse,  cujus  retro  corpus  in  panem  propbetis  figu- 
-ravit,  ipso  Domino  hoc  sacramentum  postea  interpretaturo:" 
.''.For  so  God  revealed  in  your  Gospel,  called  bread  his  body, 
that  hence  thou  mayest  understand  that  he  gave  to  bread 
the  figure  of  his  body,  whose  body  anciently  the  prophet 
figured  by  bread,  afterwards  the  Lord  himself  expounding 
ihe  8acrament."*-*Noftbing  needs  to  be  plainer.  By  the  way, 
let  me  observe  this,  that  the  words,  cited  by  -Tertullian  out 
of  Jeremy,  are  expounded,  and  recited  too,  but  by  allusion. 
For'there  are  no  such  word|s  in  the  Hebrew  text :  which  is 

•         •       •     •    . 
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<thufl  to  be  rendered, '  Corrumpamus  veneno  cibum  ejuV  ^^4 
«o  cannot  be  referred  to  the  sacrament ;  unless  you  will  sup« 
pose,  that  he  fore^signified  tlie  poisoning  the  emperor,  by  ft 
consecrated  wafer.  But  as  to  the  figure,  this  is  often  said  by 
him ;  for,  in  the  first  book  against  Marcion,  he  iiath  these 
words  again, — ''  Nee  reprobavit  panem,  quo  ipsum  corpus 
4»uum  repraesentat,  etiam  in  sacrameotis  propriis  egens  men- 
dicitatibus  Creatoris :''  "  He  refused  not  bread,  by  which  he 
represents  his  own  body,  wanting  or  using  in  the  sacraments 
the  meanest  things  of  the  Creator.  For  it  is  not  to  be  ima- 
gined, that  Tertullian  should  attempt  to  persuade  Marcion, 
that  the  bread  was  really  and  properly  Christ s  body;  but 
that  he  really  delivered  his  body  on  the  cross,  that  both  in 
the  Old  Testament,  and  here,  himself  gave  a  figure  of  it  in 
bread  and  wine,  for  that  was  it  which  the  Marcionites  denied ; 
saying,  *  on  the  cross  no  real  humanity  did  suffer ;' — ^and  he 
confutes  them  by  saying,  these  are  figures,  and  therefore  de- 
note a  truth.  8.  However,  these  men  are  resolved,  that  this 
i)ew  answer  shall  please  them,  and  serve  their  turn ;  yet  some 
of  their  fellows,  great  clerks  as  themselves,  did  shrink  under 
the  pressure  of  it,  as  not  being  able  to  be  pleased  with  so 
laboured  and  improbable  an  answer.  For  Harding  against 
Juel '  hath  these  words,  speaking  of  this  place,  which  inter- 
pretation is  not  according  to  the  true  sense  of  Christ's  words, 
although  his  meaning  swerve  not  from  the  truth;  and 
B.  Rhenanus,  the  author  of  the  admonition  to  the  reader, 
'  De  quibusdam  TertuUiani  Dogmatis,'  seems  to  confess  this 
to  be  Tertullian's  etror :  ''  Error  putantium  corpus  Christi  in 
eucharisti&  tantiim  esse  sub  figura,  jam  olim  condemnatos,? 
*'  The  error  of  them  that  think  the  body  of  Christ  is  in  the 
eucharist,  only  in  a  figure, — is  now  long  since  condemned."-^ 
But  Oaretius*",  Bellarmine  *,  Justinian  *",  Coton^Fevardentius% 
ValentiaP,  and  Vasquez^,  in  the  recitation  of  this  passage  of 
Tertullian,  very  fairly,  leave  out  the  words  that  pinch  them, 
and  which  clears  the  aiticle  :  and  bring  the  former  words  for 
themselves,  without  the  interpretation  of '  id  est,  figura  cor^ 
poris  mei.'    I  may  therefore,  without  scruple,  redkon  Ter- 
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tnllian  on  our  side,  against  whose  plain  words  no  real  ex- 
ception can  lie,  himself  eicponnding  his  own  meaning  in  the 
pursuance  of  the  figurative  sense  of  this  mystery. 

20.  Concerning  Origen  I  have  already  given  an  account 
in  the  ninth  paragraph,  and  other  places  casually,  and  made 
it  appear  that  he  is  a  direct  opposite  to  the  doctrine  of  trail- 
substantiation .  And  the  same  also  of  Justin  Martyr,  para- 
graph the  fifth,  number  9,  where  also  I  have  enumerated 
divers  others,  who  speak  upon  parts  of  this  question,  on  which 
the  whole  depends,  whither  I  refer  the  reader.  Only  con- 
cerning Justin  Martyr,  I  shall  recite  these  words  of  his 
against  Tryphon :  '*  Figura  fuit  panis  eucharistiae,  quern  in 
recordationem  passionis— facere  preecepit:''  ''  The  bread  of 
the  eucharist  was  a  figure,  which  Christ  the  Lord  commanded 
to  do  in  ^remembrance  of  bis  passion." 

21.  Clemens  Alexandrinus  saith%  inrov  H  to  eufjMKvploit, 
8cc.  ''The  blood  of  Christ  is  two-fold;  the  one  is  carnal,  by 
which  we  are  redeemed  from  death ;  the  other  spiritual,  viz. 
by  ivhich  we  are  anointed.  And  this  is  to  drink  the  blood 
of  Jesus,  to  be  partakers  of  the  incorruption  of  our  Lord. 
But  the  power  of  the  word  is  the  Spirit,  as  blood  is  of  the 
flesh.  Therefore,  in  a  moderated  proposition,  and  conve- 
nience, wine  is  mingled  with  water,  as  the  Spirit  with  a  man. 
And  he  receives  in  the  feast>  [viz.  eucharistical]  tempered 
wine  unto  faith.  But  the  Spirit  leadeth  to  incorruption,  but 
the  mixture  of  both,  viz.  of  drink  and  the  word,  is  called  the 
eucharist,  which  is  praised,  and  is  a  good  gift  or  grace, 
of  which  they  who  are  partakers  by  faith»  are  sanctified  in 
body  and  soul.''  Here  plainly  he  calls  that  which  is  in  tha 
eucharist, '  spiritual  blood ;'  and  without  repeating,  the  whole 
discourse  is  easy  and  clear.  And  that  you  may  be  certain  of 
St.  Clement's  meaning,  he  disputes  in  the  same  chapter, 
against  the  Encratites,  who  thought  it  not  lawful  to  drink 
wine.  Bi  yof  <Vrr,  /AtrixcxSe  otvou  mu  cwroi,  &c.  "  For  be  ye 
sure,  he  also  did  drink  wine»  for  he  also  was  a  man,  and  he 
blessed  wine  wh»i  he  said,  Take  drink,  rouro  iaou  k^ri  to  oT/mk 
tif  ofMwhwf,  This  is  my  blood,  the  blood  of  the  vine  ;  for  thut 
word  [that  was  shed  for  many  for  the  remission  of  sins]  it 
signifies  allegorically  a  holy  stream  of  gladness ;  on  ie  olvo^  nv 

•'  Pac(l.  lib.  ii.  c.  t. 


BO      OF  THE  REAL  PRESEH^CE  07  CHRIST 

rhiSkoyifidiv,  but  thai '  the  thing  which  had  been  blessed  was 
•wine/  he  showed  again,  saying  to  his  disciples,  I  will  not 
drink  of  the  fruit  of  this  vine,  till  I  drink  it  new  with  you  in 
my  Father's    kingdom." — Now  St.  Clement,   proving  by 
Christ's  sumption  of  the  eucharist,  that  he  did  drink  wiqi^, 
-must  mean  the  sacramental  symbol  to  be  truly  wine^  and 
'Christ's/ blood  allegorically,  that  holy  stream  of  gladness;' 
.or  else  he  had  not  concluded^  by.  that  argument,  against  the 
Enccatites.    Upon  which  account  these  words  are  much  to 
•be  iralued»  because,  by  our  doctrine  in  this  article,  he  only 
could  confute  the  Encratites ;  as  by  (he  same  doctrine  expli- 
cated, as  we  explicate  itp  Tertullian  confuted  the  Marcionitea, 
and  Theodoret  and  Gelasius  confuted  the  Nestorians^  and 
JButychians;  if  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  had  been 
true,  these  four  heresies  had  by  them,  as  to  their  particular 
.arguments  i-elating  to  this  matter,  been  unconfuted. 

22.  St.  Cyprian,  in  his  tractate  'de  Unctione/  which  Cani* 
.Sius,  Harding,  Bellarmine,  and  Lindan  cite,  hath  these  words, 
'>**  Dedit  itaque  Dominus  noster/'  &c.  *'  Therefore  our  Lord, 
.in  his  table  in  which  he  did  partake  his  last  banquet  with  his 
disciples,  with  his  own  hands  gave  bread  and  wine ;  but  on 
the  cross  he  gave  to  the'soldiers  his  body  to  be  wounded, 
.tliat,  in  the  aposdes,  the  sincere  truth,  and  the  true  sincerity 
being  more  secretly  imprinted,  he  might  expound  to  the 
Gentiles,  how  wine  and  bread  should  be  his  flesh  and  blood, 
and  by  what  reasons  causes  might  agree  with  effects,  and 
.divers  names  and  kinds  (viz.  bread  and  wine)  might  be  re- 
duced to  one  essence,  and  the  signifying,  and  the  signified, 
might  be  reckoned  by  the  same  words:" — ^^d  in  his  third 
epistle  hath  these  words,  "  Vinum  quo  Christt  sanguis  osten- 
ditur,"  **  wine  by  which  Christ  is  shown  or  declared :"  Here 
1  might  cry  out,  as  Bellarmine  upon  a  mnch  slighter  ground, 
**  Quid  clariilks  dici  potuit?"  But  I  forbear;  being  content  to 
enjoy  the  real  benefits  of  these  words  without  a  triumph. 
But  I  will  use  it  thus  far,  that  it  shall  outweigh  the  won)3 
cited  out  of  the  tract  Me  Coen^  Pomini,'  by  Belhrmine,  by 
the  Rhemists,  by  the  Roman  catechism,  by  Perron,  and. by 
Gregory  de  Valentia.  The  words  are  these,  **  Panis  iste, 
quern  Dominus  discipulis  porrigebat,  non  effigie  sed  natm^ 
mutatus  omnipotentia  verbi  factus  est  caro,  et  sicut  in  per- 
son&  Christi,"  8cc.    ^'  The  bread,  which  the  Lord  gave  to  his 
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diftuples,  18  changed^  not  in  «hape,  but  ia  nature,  being  made 
fleeh  by  the  omnipofency  of  the  word ;"  and  as  in ''  the  person 
of  Christ  the  humanity  was  seen,  and  the  divinity  lay  bid^  so 
in  the  visible  sacrament^  the  divine  essence,  after  an  ineffiible 
manner,  poiitrs  itself  forth,  that  devotion  about  the  sacra- 
ments might  be  religion,  and  that  a  more  sincere  entrance 
may  be  opened  to  the  truth,  whereof  the  body  and  the  blood  are 
sacraments,  even  unto  the  participation  of  the  Spirit,  not  unto 
the  consubstantiality  of  Christ."    This  testimony,  as  Bel- 
larmine  says,  admits  of  no  answer.    But,  by  his  favour,  it 
admits  of  many :  1.  Bellarmine  cites  but  half  of  those  words, 
and  leaves  out  that  which  gives  him  answer.    3.  The  words 
affirm,  that  that  body  arid  blood  are  but  a  sacrament  of  a 
reality  and  truth ;  but  if  it  were,  really  and  naturally,  Christ's 
body,  then  it  were  itself, '  Veritas  et  corpus,'  and  not  only  a 
sacrament.    3.  The  truth  [of  which  these  are  sacramental] 
is  '  the  participation  of  the  Spirit;'  that  is,  a  spiritual  comma* 
nication.    4.  This  does  not  arrive '  ad  consubstantialitatem 
Christi,'  '  to  a  participation  or  communion  of  the  substance 
of  Christ ;'  which  it  must  needs  do,  if  bread  were  so  changed 
in  nature,  as  that  it  were  substantially  the  body  of  Christ, 
5.  These  sermons  of  St.  Cyprian's  title  and  name  are  under 
the  name  also  of  Amoldus,  abbot  of  Bonavilla,  in  the  time  of 
St  Bernard,  as  appears  in  a  manuscript  in  the  library  of  All 
Souls  College,  of  which  I  had  the  honour  sometime  to  be  a 
fellow.    However,  it  is  confessed  on  all  sides,  that  this  trac^ 
tate  is  not  St  Cyprian's;  and  who  is  the  father  of  it,  if 
Amoldus  be  not,  cannot  be  known ;  neither  his  age  nor  re- 
putation.   His  style  sounds  like  the  eloquence  of  the  monai^ 
tery,  being  direct  friar's  Latin,  as  appears  by  his '  honorificare, 
amaricare,   injuriare,   demembrare,    sequestrare,    attitulare, 
spiritualitas,  te  supplibo,'  and  some  false  Latin  besides ;  and 
therefore  he  ought  to  pass  for  nothing;  which,  I  confess,  I 
am  sorry  for,  as  to  this  question ;  because,  to  my  sense,  he 
gives  us.  great  advantage  in  it    But  I  am  content  to  lose 
what  our  cause  needs  not.    I  am  certain  they  can  get  nothing 
by   him.    For  if  the  autherity  were  not  incompetent,  the 
words  were  impertinent  to  their  purpose,  but  very  much 
against  them :  only  let  me  add  out  of  the  same  sermon  these 
words:  "  Pants  iste  communis,  in  camem  et  sanguipem 
mutatus,  procurat  vitam  et  incrementum  corporibusi  idedque 
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6Z  oonsueto  effeeta  fidei  aostim  adjuta  infinnitas^  seBsifaili 
ttrgumento  edocta  et  mibilibm  sacnmentis  inesse  TiCsB  fBtenm 
eflfectam,  et  non  tarn  coiporali  quiim  spiritaali  transitione  hob 
emn  Christo  uniri :"  ^  That  oommon  bread,  being  changed 
into  flesh  and  blood,  procures  life  and  increment  to  our  bo* 
dies;  therefore  our  infirmity,  being  helped  with  the  usual 
effect  of  faith,  is  taught  by  a  sensible  argument,  that  the 
effect  of  eternal  life  is  in  yisible  sacraments,  and  that  we 
are  united  to  Christ,  not  so  much  by  a  corporal,  as  by  a  spi* 
ritual  change."  If  both  these  discourses  be  put  together, 
let  the  authority  of  the  writer  be  what  it  will,  the  greater 
the  better. 

23.  In  the  dialogues  against  the  Marcionites,  collected 
out  of  Manmus  in  the  time  of  Commodus  or  Severus',  or 
thereabouts,  Origen  is  brought  in  speaking  thus :  £i^  «f  oSrJ 
peto'n,  iavfMO^,  mm  awaifUi  ^»  woia$  ovifMo^,  s  riifog  o-ifM^rog,  h  «mv 

ha  TovTwr  Tfif  mui^virnv  mrw  votwUH ;  ''  If  as  the  Marcionites 
say,  Christ  had  neither  flesh  nor  blood,  of  what  flesh  or 
of  what  blood  did  he,  giving  bread  and  the  chalice  as  images, 
command  his  disciples,  that  by  these  a  remembrance  of  him 
should  be  made  ?  " 

24.  To  the  same  purpose  are  the  words  of  Eusebius  * : 

dMovarwMov  ^fsmr^f  wouT^ku  wofoMihiyofUvof.  "He  gave  to 
his  disciples  the  symbols  of  Divine  economy,  commanding 
the  image  or  type  of  his  own  body  to  be  made  :** — and  again, 

roSrt  vifunof  abrou  Mmi  roS  o'mrnfioy  mifunof  Min^  Si^/Mif  t% 
nfomr;  heAim^  wapiOaipirig*  ''  They  received  a  command,  ac^ 
cording  to  the  constitntion  of  the  New  Testament,  to  make  a 
memory  of  this  sacrifice  upon  the  table,  by  the  symbols  of 
his  body  and  healthful  blood." 

25.  St.  Ephrem*  the  Syrian,  patriarch  of  Antioch,  is 
dogmatical  and  decretory  in  this  question,  to  wofa  rw  mvrS^ 
>afaCw6fAt999  trSfM  XfiereS  Mm  riif  aia^irnif  df^tof  o6m  iflvrmrm 
fia^e»s,  Kcu  rif  vonrig  iftaiptrop  fuvti  x^^^ '  "  The  body  of 
Christ,  received  by  the  faithful,  departs  not  from  his  sensible 

■  A.  D.  190.  '  Lib.  viii.  de  Moiist.  Evtuf.  c.  u  lib,  i.  c.  alU 

■  S.  Ephrem.  de  sacris  Antioch.  Legibus  apud  Pliot.  lib.  i.  co.  Sfp. 
Soptoa  Jetuila  csyqnit  {{(rmrm  •  cognsacHur,*  contra  senamii  loci. 
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stdMlance,  and  is  ondiTided  from  a  Bpiriiiial  grace/'  He 
adds  the  similitude  and  parily  of  baptism  to  this  mystery  ; 
**  for  even  baptism  being  wholly  made  spiritual,  and  being 
that  which  is  the  same  and  proper  of  the  sensible  substance^ 
I  mean  of  water^  saves^— and  that  which  is  bom,  doth  not 
perish/' —  I  will  not  descant  upon  these  or  any  other  words 
of  the  fathers  I  allege ;  for  if»  of  their  own  natoral  intent, 
they  do  not  teach  our  doctrine,  I  am  content  they  should 
paas  for  nothing. 

26.  St  Epiphanius  *,  affirming  man  to  be  like  Oc^d^  wam^ 
«)  MOT  nhtha,  oMa  ob  mora  fv^tp,  "  in  some  image  or  similitude^ 
not  according  to  nature/'  illustrates  it  by  the  similitude 
of  the  blessed  sacrament :  "  We  see  that  our  Saviour  took 
into  his  hands,  as  the  evangelist  hath  it,  that  he  arose  from 
supper,  and  took  those  things ;  and  when  he  had  given  thanks^ 
he  said,  '  This  is  mine,  and  this;'  we  see  it  is  not  equal,  it  is 
not  like,  not  to  the  image  in  the  flesh,  not  to  the  invisiUe 
D^iy^  not  to  the  proportion  of  members ;  for  this  is  a  round 
iani,  MS  oMEiVAiror  »f  ir^of  rnt  i&fofuv,  and  cannot  perceive  any 
thing,  or  is '  insensible  according  to  power'  or  faculty,  and  bQ 
would  by  grace  aay, '  Thb  is  mine,  and  this ;'  and  every  man 
belieires  the  word  thai  is  spoken ;  for  he  that  believeth  not 
liim  to  be  true,  is  fidlen  from  grace  and  salvation." —  Now 
the  force  of  Epiphanius's  argument,  consisting  in  this,  that 
we  afe  like  to  God  after  his  image,  but  yet  not  according  to 
nature,  as  the  sacramental  bread  is  like  die  body  of  Christ,-** 
it  18  plain,  that  the  sacramental  species  are  the  body  of 
Ghiis^  and  his  Uood,  mot  httom,  d}>)M  ^  Mara  fViy,  "  ao* 
cofding  to  the  image,  or  represeiitment,  not  according  to 
natore,"  but  accordi^  to  gn^ce. 

26.  Macarius's  words  are  plain  enough  t:  'Ev  tii  tM^n^i^ 
9f09^if9rai  ofTOi  nm  olvo^  avrirmnv  rSi  Mif sof  eUrn^  um,  roS  eufAOH 
ro(,  meu  «  fura^afiCawmtf  is  rw  fmwi/Jmv  ofrov  ^mufiaruw^  t^v 
amfMa  rw  K«^m  t^f iWr  **  In  the  church  is  offered  bread  and 
win«,  the  antitype  of  his  flesh  and  blood;  and  they  that 
partake  of  the  biead  that  appears,  do  spiritually  eat  the  flesh 
of  Christ." 

26.  St.  Gregory  Nazianzen*,  speaking  of  the  pascha, 
saith,  '^  Jam  potestatis  participes  erimus,"  8co.  **  Now  we 

>  Is  Aacorsts.  f  HmuL  S7.  '  Omk.  t.  ia  Fmc. 
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■hall  be  ptrtakers  of  the  paschai  supper,  but  st&l  in  figure, 
though  more  clear  than  in  the  old  law.  For  the  legal 
peaaoTer  (I  will  not  be  afraid  to  apeak  it)  was  a  more  obacure 
figure  of  a  figure.'' 

St  Ambrose  is  of  the  same  persuasion*.  **  Fac  nobis 
hanc  oblationem  ascriptam,  rationabilem,  acceptabilem,  quod 
est  figure  corporis  et  sanguinis  Domini  nostri  Jesu  Christa :" 
*'  Make  this  ascribed  oblation  reasonable  and  acceptable, 
which  is  the  figure  of  the  body  and  blood  of  our  Lord  Jesua 
Christ.''-r- And  again,  **  Mire  potentia/'&c. ''  it  is  a  wonder^ 
ful  power  of  Crod,  which  makes  that  the  bread  should- remain^ 
what  it  is,  and  yet  be  changed  into  another  thing."—-  And 
again  ^  **  How  much  more  operetive  is  the  word  of  Christ, 
that  the  things  be  what  they  were,  and  yet  be  changed  into 
another?  and  so  that  which  was  bread  before  consecretion, 
now  is  the  body  of  Chrisf— '^  Hoc  tamen  impossibile  eat,  at 
panis  sit  corpus  Christi ;  sed  haac  Terba  ad  sanum  inteUectum 
sunt  intelligenda,  ita  solvit  Hugo,'*  saith  the  gloss  in  Gratian*; 
which  is  an  open  defiance  of  the  doctrine  of  St.  Ambrose, 
affirming  it  to  be  impossible*  But  because  these  words  pinch 
severely,  they  have  retrenched  the  decisive  words,  and  leave 
out  **  et  sint,''  and  make  them  to  run  thus,  **  that  the  things 
be  —  chwged  into  another;"  which  corruption  is  discovered 
by  the  citation  of  these  words  in  Paschasius,  Ouitmond, 
Bertrem,  Algerus,  Ivo  Camotensis,  Oretian,  and  Lombard. 
But  in  another  place  he  calls  the  mystical  chalice  *  the  type 
of  the  blood  * ;'  and  that  **  Christ  is  offered  here, '  in  imagine,' 
in  type,  image,  or  representation ;  '  in  coelo,  in  verttate,'  die 
truth,  the  substance  is  in  heaven*" — And  again,  **  This, 
therefore,  truly  is  the  sacrament  of  die  flesh.  Our  Lord 
Jesus  himself  says,  this  is  my  body.  Before  the  blessing  by 
the  words  it  was  named  another  species,  (or  land) ;  after  the 
consecration,  the  body  of  Christ  is  signified  *." 

27.  St.  Chrysostom  is  brought  on  both  sides,  and  his 
rbetorijc  hath  cast  him  on  the  Roman  side,  but  it  also 
bears  %im  beyond  it ;  and  his  divinity  and  sober  opinions 
have  fixed  him  on  oura.  How  to  answer  the  expressions 
hyperbolical,  which  be  often  uses,  is  easy,  by  the  use  of 

•  De  Sacram.  lib.  iv.  c.  5.  ^  Ibid.  c.  4. 

«  De  Cotttec.  dint.  S.  Patits  Cftt.  ^  In  1  Cor.  xu 

<  Dt  OAc.  Jib.  i.  c.  48.    Lib.  dc  laitlftt.  c.  9. 
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rbetdrie  and  the  cnstoms  of  Ihe  vrbtds :  but  I  know  not  haw  ' 

any  man  can  aeiiBibly  answer  these  words,  '^  For  as  before  > 

the  bread  is  sanctified,  we  name  it  bread,  but  the  Divine  J 

grace  sanctifying  it  by  the  means  of  the  priest,  it  is  freed  j 

from  the  name  of  bread,  but  it  is  esteemed  worthy  to  be 
caUed  die  Lord's  body,  althongh  the  nature  of  bread  remains 
in  it^"  To  the  same  purpose  are  those  words  on  the  twenty- 
second  Psalm,  published  amongst  his  works ;  though,  pgs- 
sibly,  they  were  of  some  other  of  that  time,  or  before,,  or 
after;  it  matters  not  to  us,  but  much  to  them:  for  if  he  be 
hter,  and  yet  esteemed  a  catholic  (as  it  is  certain  he  was, 
and  the  man  awhile  supposed  to  be  St.  Chrysostom),  it  is 
the  greater  eiridence,  that  it  was  long  before  the  church 
received  their  doctrine.  The  words  are  these :  ''  That  taUe 
he  hath  prepared  to  his  servants  and  his  maidens  in  their 
sight;  that  he  might,  every  day,  show  us  in  the  sacrament^ 
according  to  the  order  of  Melchisedeck,  bread  and  wine  to 
the  likeness  of  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  t."  To  the 
same  purpose  is  that  saying  in  the  homilies  of  whoever  is  the 
author  of  that  *  opus  imperfectum'  upon  St«  Matthew :  **  Si 
igitur  hsec  vasa,''  8ic.  *'  If,  therefore,  these  vessels  being 
sanctified,  it  be  so  dangerous  to  transfer  them  to  private 
uses,  in  which  the  body  of  Christ  is  not,  but  the  mystery  of 
his  body  is  contained;  how  much  more  concerning  the 
vessels  of  our  bodies,'*  8cc.  Now  against  these  testimonies, 
they  make  an  outcry  that  they  are  not  St.  Chrysostom's 
works,—- and  for  this  last,  the  book  is  corrupted,  and,  they 
•think,  in  this  place  by  some  one  of  Berengarius's  scholars ; 
for  they  cannot  tell.  Fain  they  would  believe  it;  but  this 
kind  of  talk  is  a  resolution  not  to  yield,  but  to  proceed 
against  all  evidence ;  for  that  this  place  is  not  corrupted,  but 
*wa8  onginaUy  the  sense  of  the  author  of  the  homilies,  is 
highly  credible  by  the  faith  of  all  the  old  manuscripts;  and 
there  is"  in  the  pubtic^ibrary  of  Oxford  an  excellent  manu- 
script, very  ancient,  that  makes  fiiith  in  this  particular ;  but 
that  some  one  of  their  scholars  might  have  left  these  words 
out  of  some  of  their  copies,  were  no  great  wonder,  though  I 

^C^p.  ad  Oesar.  coot  Hsres.  Apollinarii  citat.  per  Damasceo.  et  per 
collect,  aent.  patriim  contra  Scvcriaiios  edit,  per  Tarrian. 
«  Horn.  1 1.  In  St.  Matt. 
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do  not  find  they  did»  bnt  that  they  foisted  in  a  margiaal 
note,  affirming  tliat  these  wofxk  ave  not  in  aU  old  copies ;  an 
affinnation  yery  confident,  but  as  the  case  stands,  to  very 
little  purpose.  But,  upon  this  account,  nothing  can  be 
pfOTed  from  sayings  of  fathers.  For  either  they  are  not  their 
own  works,  but  made  by  another ;  or,  2.  they  are  capable  of 
another  sense;  or,  3.  the  places  are  corrupted  by  herelics; 
or,  4.  it  is  not  in  some  old  copies ;  which  pretences  I  am 
content  to  let  alone,  if  they,  upon  this  account,  will  but 
transact  the  question  wholly  by  Scripture  and  common  sense. 
6.  It  matters  not  at  all  what  he  is,  so  he  was  not  esteemed  an 
heretic ;  and  that  he  was  not  it  is  certain,  since*  by  them- 
selves,  the  books  are  put  among  the  works  of  St.  Chrysps- 
tom,  and  themselves  can  quote  them  when  they  seem  to  do 
them  service.  All  that  I  infer  from  hence  is  this,  that  wbest- 
floever  these  books  were  written,  some  man,  esteemed  a  good 
catholic,  was  not  of  the  Roman  persuasion  in  the  matter  of 
the  sacrament ;  therefore,  their  opinion  is  not  catholic*  But 
that  St.  Chrysostom  may  not  be  drawn  from  his  right  of 
giving  testimony  and  interpretation  of  his  words  in  other 
places;  in  his  twenty-third  homily  upon  the  first  of  the 
Corinthians,  which  are  undoubtedly  his  own :  he  saith,  ''  Aa 
thou  eatest  the  body  of  the  Lord«  so  they  (viz.  the  faithful  in 
the  Old  Testament)  did  eat  manna :  as  thou  drinkest  blood, 
so  they  .the  water  of  the  rock.  For  though  the  things  which 
are  made,  be  sensible,  yet  they  are  given  spiritually,  not  ao* 
cording  to  the  consequence  of  nature,  but  according  to  the 
grace  of  a  gift,  and  with  the  body  they  also  nourish  the  soul, 
leading  unto  faith.'* 

28.  The  next  I  produce  for  evidence  in  this  case  is  St. 
Austin,  concerning  whom  it  is  so  evident  thsi  he  was  a 
protestant  in  thia  article,  thai,  truly,  it  is  a  stiange  boldness 
to  deny  it;  and  upon  equal  terms,  no  man's  mind  in  the 
world  can  be  known ;  for  if  all  that  he  says  in  this  question, 
shall  be  reconciled  to  transabstaatiation,  I  know  i»o  rea^Km 
but  it  may  be  posttUe,  but  a  witty  man  niay  fwetend^  whea  I 
vat  dead,  that,  in  this  disicqurse,  I  have  pleaded  for  th|s 
doctrine  of  the  Roman  church.  I  will  set  his  words  down 
nakedly,  without  any  gloss  upon  them,  and  let  them  do  by 
themselves  as  much  as  they  can.    ''  Si  enim  sacnuQenta 
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quandam  auailitudiBeni  \*^  he.  **  For  if  tha  ancrtmcnte  had 
not  a  cettaixi  similitude  of  tlioae  thinga,  whcfeof  they  are 
BacramentSi  tliey  were  no  aacraments  at  all.  BmU  firom  tUa 
Bimilitttde,  far  the  moat  part,  Aey  feceiTe  the  things  them* 
selves.  As  theiefore^  according  to  a  certain  manner,  the 
sacrament  of  the  body  of  Christ  is  the  body  of  Christ,  the 
sacmment  of  the  blood  of  Christ  is  the  blood  of  Christ :  so 
-^e  sacrament  of  faith  is/'  Now  suppose  a  stranger  to  the 
tricks  of  the  Roman  doctors,  a  wise  and  a  discerning  man^ 
should  read  these  words  in  St.  Austin,  and  weigh  them 
diligently,  and  compare  them  with  all  the  adjacent  words 
and  ctrcumstanees  of  the  place,  I  would  desire  reasonably  to 
be.  answered,  on  which  side  he  would  conclude  St.  Austin  to 
be  ?  if,  in  any  other  place,  he  speaks  words  contrary ;  that  is 
his  fault  or  forgetfulness :  but  if  the  contrary  had  been  the 
doctrine  of  the  church,  he  could  never  have  so  forgotten  his 
religion  and  communion,  as  so  openly  to  have  declared  a  coa- 
trary  sease  to  the  same  article.  ^*  Non  hoc  corpus^  quod 
videtis,  manducatnri  estis^'^&c.  *'  You  are  not  tq  eat  this 
body  which  you  see,"  so  he  brings  in  Christ  speaking  to  his 
disciples,  *^  or  to  drink  that  blood,  which  my  crucifi^v  shall 
pour  forth ;  I  have  commended  to  you  a  sacrament,  which* 
being  spiritually  understood,  shall  quicken  you;'^ — and 
**  Christ  brought  them  to  a  banquet,  in  which  be  coomiended 
to  his  disciples  the  figure  of  his  body  and  blood '^ : "— •''  For 
he  did  not  doubt  to  say ',  This  is  my  body,  when  he  gave  th|p 
sign  of  his  body."^—  *'  Quod  ab  omnibus  sacrificium  appel- 
faKtur**,''  &c«  *'  That  which  by  all  men  is  called  a  sacrifice,  is 
the  sign  of  the  true  sacrifice^  in  which  the  flesh  of  Chris^ 
aflber  his  assumption,  is  celebrated  by  the  sacrament  oJT 
remembranoBs/'  But  concerning  St.  Austin's  doctrine,  I 
dudl  refer  him  that  desires  to  be  further  satisfied,  to  no  other 
record  than  their  own  canou  law ".  Which,  not  ouly  from 
St.  Austin,  but  from  divers  others^  produces  testimonies  ^o 
many,  so  pertiaant»  so  futt  for  our  doctrine^  and  against  the 
dream  of  transubstantiation,  that  it  is  to  me  a  wonder,  why 
it  is  not  clapped  into  the  '  Indices  Expuipttorii,' — for  it 

^  Ep.  ad  Bonifac.  *  In  Psal.  xcviii.  ^  In  Psal.  iif. 
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sp^Ju  yeiy  many  truths  beyond  the  cure  of  their  glosses ; 
which  they  hare  changed  sjid  altered  several  times.  Bat 
that  this  matter  concerning  St.  Austin  may  be  yet  clearer, 
his  own  third  book, '  De  Doctrini  ChristianiSi,'  is  so  plain  for 
us  in  this  question,  that  when  Frudegardua,  in  the  time  of 
Charlei  the  Bald,  had,  upon  occasion  of  the  dispute,  which 
then  began  to  be  hot  and  interested  in  this  question,  read 
this  book  of  St.  Austin,  he  was  changed  to  the  opinion  of  a 
spiritual  and  mysterious  presence ;  and  upon  occasion  of  that 
his  being  persuaded  by  St.  Austin,  Paschasius  Ratherdus 
wrote  to  him,  as  of  a  question  then  doubted  of  by  many 
persons,  as  is  to  be  seen  in  his  epistle  to  Frudegardus.  I 
end  this  of  St.  Austin  with  those  words  of  his,  which  he 
intends  by  way  of  rule  for  expounding  these  and  the  like 
words  of  Scripture  taken  out  of  this  book  '  of  Christian 
doctrine;'  ^*  Locutio  pnBceptim%"  &c.  **  A  preceptive 
speech,  forbidding  a  crime  or  commanding  something  good 
or  profitable,  is  not  figurative;  but  if  it  seems  to  conmiand  a 
crime,  or  forbid  a  good,  then  it  is  figurative :  '  unless  ye  eat 
the  flesh  of  the  Son  of  Man,'  &c.  seems  to  command  a 
wickedness,  it  is  therefore  a  figure  commanding  us  to  com* 
municate  with  the  passion  of  our  Lord,  and  sweetly  and 
profitably  to  lay  it  up  in  our  memory,  that  his  flesh  was 
crucified  and  wounded  for  us."  I  shall  not  need  to  urge  that 
this  holy  sacrament  is  called  ''  Eucharistia  camis  et  san- 
guinis," ^*  The  encharist  of  the  body  and  blood,"  by  IrenAus; 
—  ''Corpus  symbolicum  et  typicum,"  by  Origen; — ''  In 
typo  sanguis,"  by  St.  Jerome; — 'similitude,  figura,  typus, 
arrirvwmf,  images,  enigmas,  representations,  expressions,  ex- 
emplars,' of  die  passion,  by  divers  others :  that  which  I  shall 
note  here  is  this,  that  in  the  council  of  Constantinople  ^  it 
was  publicly  professed,  that  the  sacrament  is  not  the  body  of 
Christ  ^vo-ri,  but  bi^Uy  *  not  by  nature,  but  by  representment;' 
for  so  it  is  expounded.  Ti  Bia^i  iroi  A  fiKwv  a&roS  aiyia,  *  the 
holy  image  of  it,'  and  TUf  9^ap4^m^  ifrgv  itg  a^tuH  mttSvarif 
fyavm^  ^ofxo;,  *  the  eucharistical  bread  is  the  true  image  of 
the  natural  flesh,'  and  4  hu^metfaioroi  itMi»  rS^  ff^^^im  tdmv,  and 
a4^n9iis  ainw  dniw  ri^  h  ffofm  otwypfAta^  Xptarof'  *  A  figure  or 

•  Lib.  iii.  c.  15, 16.  '  A.  D.  764.  of fSS.  B.  B. 
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image  delivered  by  God,  of  hiB  flesh ;  and  a  true  image  of 
the  incarnate  dispensation  of  Christ^.'  These  things  are 
found  int  the  third  tome  of  the  sixth  action  of  the  second 
Nicene  council,  where  a  pert  deacon,  ignorant  and  confident, 
had  boldly  said,  that  none  of  the  apostles  or  fathers  had  ever 
called  the  sacrament  the  '  image'  of  Christ's  body ;  that  they 
were  called  anlrymay  *  antitypes/  before  consecration,  he 
grants  ;  but  after  consecration,  they  are  called,  and  are,  and 
are  believed  to  be,  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  properly ; 
which,  I  suppose,  he  might  have  learned  of  Damascene,  who. 
In  opposition  to  the  Iconoclasts,  would  not  endure  the  word 
*  type,'  or  ^  image,'  to  be  used  concerning  the  holy  sacra- 
ment; for  they  would  admit  no  other  image  but  that:  be,  in 
defiance  of  them  who  had  excommunicated  him  for  a  wor- 
shipper of  images,  and  a  half  Saracen,  would  admit  any  image 
but  that ;  but  denied  that  to  be  an  image  or  type  of  Christ'. 
For  Christ  said  not.  This  is  the  type  of  my  body,  but  it  is  it. 
But,  however,  this  new  question  began  to  brangle  the  words 
of  type  and  antitype,  and  the  manner  of  speaking  began  to 
be  changed,  yet  the  article,  as  yet,  was  not  changed.  For 
the  fathers  used  the  words  of  type,  and  antitype,  and  image, 
ftc.  to  exclude  the  natural  sense  of  the  sacramental  body : 
and  Damascene,  and  Anastasius  Sinaita,  and  some  odiers  of 
that  age,  began  to  refuse  those  words,  lest  the  sacrament  be 
thought  to  be  nothing  of  reality,  nothing  but  an  image.  And 
that  this  really  was  the  sense  of  Damascene,  appears  by  his 
words,  recited  in  the  acts  of  the  second  council  of  Nice, 
affirming,  that  the  Divine  bread  is  made  Christ's  body  by 
assumption  and  inhabitation  of  the  Spirit  of  Christ,  in  the 
same  manner  as  water  is  made  the  laver  of  regeneration. 
But,  however,  they  were  pleased  to  speak  in  the  Nicene 
assembly,  yet,  in  the  Roman  edition  of  the  councils,  the 
publishers  and  collectors  were  wiser,  and  put  on  this  marginal 
note :  carrlnnra  furii  to  ctyiaff^m  vroJiXcuu^  iifrrcu  xa^^iufa  ri 
iytA  iSifor  **  The  holy  gifts  are  oftentimes  called  types  and 
figures  even  after  consecration;"— particularly  by  Gregory 
Naztanzen  *,  aud  St.  Cyril  of  Jerusalem  ^  I  remember  only 
one  thing  objected  to  this  testimony  of  so  many  bishops,  that 

4  Vide  CoDcil.  General,  torn.  iii.  p.  399.  edit.  Rom. 
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they  were  iconoclasts  or  breakers  of  images,  and,  therefim, 
not  to  be  tmsted  in  any  other  article.  So  BeUarmine,  as  I 
remember.  But  this  is  just  as  if  I  should  say,  that  I  onght 
to  refuse  the  Lateran  conncil,  because  they  were  worsUppers 
of  images*  or  defenders  of  purgatory.  Surely  if  I  should,  I 
had  much  more  reason  to  refuse  their  sentence,  than  there  is 
that  the  Greeks  should  be  rejected  upon  so  slight  a  pretence; 
nay  for  doing  that  which,  for  aught  sppears,  was,  in  all  their 
circumstances,  their  duty  in  a  high  measure;  so  that,  in 
effect,  they  are  refused  for  being  good  Christians*  But  after 
Ihis,  it  happened  again,  that  the  words  of  *  type*  and  '  image' 
were  disliked  in  the  question  of  the  holy  sacrament,  by  the 
emperor  Charles  the  Great,  his  tutor  Alcuinns,  4md  the 
assembly  at  Frankfort;  but  it  was  in  opposition  to  the 
council  of  Constantinople,  that  called  it  the  true  image  of 
Christ's  body,  and  of  the  Nicene  council,  who  decreed  the 
worship  of  images;  for  if  the  sacrament  were  an  image,  as 
ihey  of  Constantinople  said,  then  it  might  be  lawful  to  give 
reTerence  and  worship  to  some  images :  for  although  these 
two  synods  were  enemies  to  each  other,  yet  the  propositioBt 
of  one  might  senre  the  design  of  the  other :  but^  therefore, 
the  western  doctors  of  that  age,  speaking  against  the  decree 
of  this,  did  also  mislike  the  expression  of  that;  meaning, 
that  the  sacrament  is  not  a  type  or  image,  as  a  type  is  taken 
for  a  prefiguration,  a  shadow  of  things  to  come,  like  the  legid 
ceremonies,  but  in  oppositicm  to  that  is  a  body  and  a  truth; 
yet  still  it  is  a  sacrament  of  the  body,  a  mystery  which  is  the 
same  in  effect  with  that  which  the  fathers  taught  in  their  so 
frequent  using  these  words  of  type,  &c«  for  seven  hundred 
and  fifty  years  together.  And  concerning  this,  I  only  note 
the  words  of  Charles  the  emperor,  '  Ep.  ad  Alcuinum'  after 
the  synod ;  *'  Our  Lord  hath  given  the  bread  and  the  chalioe 
'  in  figur&  corporis  sui  et  sui  sanguinis,' '  in  the  figure  of  his 
body  and  blood.'"  But  setting  the  authority  aside,  for  if 
these  men  of  Constantinoide  be  not  allowed,  yet  the  others 
are,  and  it  is  notorious  that  the  Greek  fathers  did  frequently 
call  the  bread  and  wine  arrirutra,  ffifjiCm^a,  fu/rnifta^  ftrnwif, 
and  the  Latin  fistthers  call  them  **  signs,  similitudes,  figures, 
types,  images,^'  therefore  there  must  be  something  pretended 
to  stop  this  great  outcry  and  insupportable  prejudice  of  so 
great,  so  clear  authority.     After  many  trials,  as   that  by 


IN  THE  HOLT  SACRAMENT.  91 

^  antitypes '  they  mean  '  exeniplan/-^  that  it  is  only  before 
consecration,  not  aflter, — and  such  other  little  derices,  of 
^ich  they  themselves  quickly  grew  weary;  at  hxst,  the 
craftiest  of  them  came  to  this»  that  the  body  of  Christ,  under 
the  species,  might  well  be  said  to  be  the  sign  of  the  same 
body  and  blood,  as  it  was  on  the  cross;  so  Bellarmine"; 
that  is  the  answer ;  and  that  they  are  hard  put  to  it,  yon 
may  guess  by  the  meanness  of  the  answer.  For  besides  that 
*  nothing  can  be  like  itself/  '  idem  non  est  simile « ;'  the 
body,  as  it  is  under  the  species^  is  glorified,  immortal, 
inrisible,  impassible,  indiyisible,  insensible;  and  this  is  it 
which  he  affirms  to  be  '  the  sign,'  that  is,  which  is  appointed 
to  signify  and  represent  a  body  that  was  humbled,  tormented, 
visible,  mortal,  sensible,  torn,  bleeding,  and  dying ;  so  that 
hejre  is  a  sign  nothing  like  the  thing  signified,  and  an  invisible 
sign  of  a  visible  body,  which  is  the  greatest  absurdity  in 
nature,  and  in  the  use  of  things,  which  is  imaginable ;  but 
besides  this,  this  answer,  if  it  were  a  proper  and  sensible 
account  of  any  thing,  yet  it  is  besides  the  mark;  for  that  the 
fathers,  in  these  aUegations,  affirm  that  the  species  are  the 
signs,  that  is,  that  bread  and  wine,  or  the  whole  sacrament, 
is  a  sign  of  that  body,  which  is  exhibited  in  effect  and 
spiiitaal  power :  they  dreamt  not  this  dream ;  it  was  long 
before  daemselves  did  dream  it :  they  that  were  but  the  day 
before  them,  having,  as  I  noted  before,  other  fancies.  I 
deny  not  but  the  sacramental  body  is  the  sign  of  the  true 
body  crucified ;  but  that  the  body  glorified  should  be  but  a 
sign  of  the  traa  body  crucified,  is  a  device  fit  for  themselves 
to  fiincy.  To  this  sense  are  those  words  cited  by  Lombard 
and  Gratian,  out  of  St.  Austin,  in  the  sentences  of  Prosper : 
^  Caro  ejus  est  quam  form&  panis  opertam  in  sacramento 
accipimus,  sanguis  quem  sub  specie  vini  potamus :  caro,  vis. 
carnis,  et  sanguis  saoramentum  est  sanguinis,  came  et  san- 
guine  utroque  invisibili  et  intelligibili  et  spirituali  significatur 
oorpos  Christi  visibile  plenum  gratisa  et  Divinm  majestatis  \^ 
that  is,  ''  It  is  his  flesh  which,  under  the  form  of  bread, 
we  receive  in  the  sacmment,  and,  under  the  form  of  wine,  we 
drink  his  blood.''    Now  that  you  may  understand  his  meao- 
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inf^y  he  tells  you  this  is  true  id  the  '  sacramental  or  spiritual 
seiise  only;'  for  he  adds,  *  flesh  is  the  sacrament  of  flesh,  and 
blood  of  blood ;  by  both  flesh  and  blood,  which  are  inyisible, 
intelligible,  and  spiritual,  is  signified  the  visible  body  of 
Christ,  (nil  of  grace  and  Divine  majesty/'  In  which  words 
here  is  a  plain  confutation  of  their  main  article,  and  of  this 
whimsey  of  theirs.  For  as  to  the  particular,  whereas  Bellar- 
mine  says  r,  that  Christ's  body,  real  and  natural,  is  the  type 
of  the  body  as  it  was  crucified,  St.  Austin  says,  that  the 
natural  body  is  a  type  of  that  body  which  is  glorified,  not  the 
glorified  body  of  the  crucified.  2.  That  which  is  a  type,  is 
flesh  in  a  spiritual  sense,  not  in  a  natural ;  and,  therefore,  it 
can  mean  nothing  but  this,  that  the  sacramental  body  is  a 
figure  and  type  of  the  real :  ivtf  ihi  h^M.  And  this  thing  is 
noted  by  the  gloss  of  Gratian  ' ;  '  Caro,'  t.  e.  *  species  camis, 
sub  qua  latet  corpus  Christi,'  8ic.  '  The  flesh,  that  is,  the 
species  of  it  under  which  it  lies,  are  the  sacrament  of  the 
flesh :' —  so  that  the  being  of  a  sacrament  of  Christ's  body  is 
wholly  relative  to  the  symbols,  not  to  the  body ;  as  if  the 
body  were  his  own  sign  and  his  own  sacrament. 

30.  Next  to  this  heap  of  testimonies,  I  must  repeat  the 
words  of  Theodoret  and  Gelasins,  which  though  known  in 
this  whole  question,  yet  being  plain,  certain,  and  unanswer- 
able, relying  upon  a  great  article  of  the  religion,  even  the 
union  of  the  two  natures  of  Christ  into  one  person,  without 
the  change  of  substances,  must  be  as  sacred  and  untouched 
by  any  trifling  answer,  as  the  article  itself  ought  to  be  pre- 
served. The  case  was  this:  the  Eutychian  heretics  denied 
the  natures  of  Christ  to  be  united  in  one  person,  that  is, 
they  denied  him  to  be  both  God  and  man,  saying,  bis 
humanity  was  taken  into  his  divinity  after  his  ascension. 
The  fathers  disputing  against  them,  say,  the  substances 
remain  entire,  though  joined  in  the  person.  The  Eutychians 
said  this  was  impossible  ^  But  as,  in  the  sacrament,  the 
bread  was  changed  into  Christ's  body,  so,  in  the  ascension, 
was  the  humanity  turned  into  the  divinity.  To  this,  Theo- 
doret answers  in  a  dialogue  between  the  Eutychians,  under 
'the  name  of  Eranistes,  and  himself  the  Orthodox  ^ :  **  Christ 
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honoured  the  symbols  and ,  signs,  which  are  seen,  with  the 
title  of  his  body  and  blood,  not  changing  the  nature,  but 
to  nature  adding  grace."  The  words  are  not  capable  of 
an  answer,  if  we  observe  that  he  says,  there  is  no  change 
made,  but  only  grace  superadded;  in  all  things  else,  the 
things  are  the  same.  And  again :  ''  For  neither  do  the 
mystical  signs  recede  from  their  nature;  for  they  abide  ia 
their  proper  substance,  figure,  and  form,  and  maybe  seen 
and  touched:  So  the  humanity  of  Christ S'"  &c.:  and  a 
little  after :  "  So  that  body  of  Christ  hath  the  ancient  form, 
figure,  superscription,  and  (to  speak  the  sum  of  all)  the 
substance  of  the  body,  although  after  the  resurrection  it 
be  immortal  and  free  from  all  corruption :"  now  these  words 
spoken  upon  this  occasion,  to  this  purpose,  in  direct  oppo- 
sition to  a  contradicting  person,  but  casting  his  article  wholly 
vpoa  supposition  of  a  substantial  change,  and  opposing  to 
him  a  ground  contrary  to  his,  upon  which  only  he  builds  his. 
answer,  cannot  be  eluded  by  any  little  pretence.  Bellarmine 
and  the  lesser  people  from  him,  answer,  that  '  by  nature'  he 
understands  the  exterior  qualities  of  nature,  such  as  colour, 
taste^  weight,  smell,  &c.  1.  I  suppose  this,  but  does  he 
mean  so  by  ^  substantia'  too?  olfo-ia.  Does  he  by  '  substance' 
mean  '  accidents?'  but  suppose  that  a  while,  yet  2.  If  he 
had  answered  thus,  how  had  Theodoret  confuted  the  Euty- 
chiau?  For  thus  says  Eranistes ;  '^  As  the  bread  is  changed 
in  substance  into  the  body  of  Christ,  so  is  the  humanity  into 
the  divinity :"  yea,  but,  says  Theodoret,  according  to  Bellar- 
mine, ''  The  substances  of  bread  are  not  changed ;  for  the 
colour,  the  shape,  the  bigness,  and  the  smell  remain:"  or 
thus,  *'  the  accidents  remain,  which  I  call  substance ;  for 
there  are  two  sorts  of  substances ;  substances  and  accidents  ;"• 
and  this  latter  sort  of  substances  .remain;  but  not  the  former; 
and  so  you  are  confuted,  Eranistes. — But  what  if  Eranistes 
should  reply;  '  if  you  say  all  of  bread  is  changed  excepting 
the  accidents,  then  my  argument  holds :  for  I  only  contend 
that  the  substance  of  the  humanity  is  changed,  as  you  say 
the  substance  of  bread  is:*  to  this  nothing  can  be  said, 
unless  Theodoret  may.  have  leave  to  answer  as  otherwise, 
men  must.    But  now  Theodoret  answered,  '  that  the  sub-. 
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stance  of  bread  is  not  changed,  but  remaina  still,  and  hj 
substance,  he  did  mean  substance,  and  not  the  accidents  ;* 
for  if  he  had,  he  had  not  spoken  sense.  Either,  therefore, 
the  testimony  of  Theodoret  remaineth  unsatisfied  by  our 
ad¥efsarie8»  or  the  argument  of  the  Eutychians  is  uuanswered 
by  Theodoret.  3.  Tbeodoret»  in  these  places,  opposes  natmre 
to  grace,  and  says,  all  remains  without  any  change  but  of 
grace.  4.  He  also  explicates  nature  by  substance,  so  that  it 
is  a  substantial  nature  he  must  mean.  6.  He  distingpiishea 
substance  from  form  and  figure,  and  therefore,  by  sub- 
stance cannot  mean  form  and  figure,  as  Bdlarmine  dreams* 
6.  He  affirms  concerning  the  body  of  Christ,  that  in  the 
lesurrection  it  is  changed  in  accidents,  being  made  incoi^ 
raptible  and  immortal,  but  affirms  that  the  substance  re- 
mains ;  therefore,  by  substance,  he  must  mean,  as  he  speaks, 
without  any  prodigious  sense  affixed  to  the  word.  ?•  Let 
■le  observe  this  by  the  way,  that  the  doctrine  of  the  suk- 
stantial  change  of  bread  into  the  body  of  Christ,  was  the 
persuasion  of  the  heretic,  the  Eutychian  Eranistes,  but 
denied  by  the  catholic  Theodoret;  so  that,  if  they  wiH  pre« 
tend  to  antiquity  in  this  doctrine,  their  plea  is  made  reisuly 
and  framed  by  the  Eutychian,  from  whom  they  may,  if  they 
please,  derive  the  original  of  their  doctrine, — or,  if  they 
please,  from  the  elder  Marcosites;  but  it  will  be  but  v«b 
to  thiidL,  the  Eutychian  did  axgne  from  thence,  as  if  it  had 
been  a  catholic  ground ;  reason  we  might  have  had  to  sup- 
pose it,  if  the  catholic  had  not  denied  it*  But  the  case 
IS  plain :  as  the  Sadducees  disputed  with  Christ  about  thu 
article  of  no  spirits,  no  resurrection,  though,  in  the  church  of 
the  Jews,  the  contrary  was  the  more  prevailing  opinion :  so 
did  the  Eutychians  upon  a  pretence  of  a  substantial  con- 
version  in  the  sacranient,  which  was  then  their  fancy,  and 
devised  to  illustrate  their  other  opinion:  but  it  was  dis- 
avowed by  the  catholics. 

31.  Oelasius<i  was  engaged  against  the  same  persons  in 
the  same  cause,  and  therefore,  it  wiU  be  needful  to  say 
nothing,  but  to  describe  his  words.  For  they  mupt  have  tiie 
same  efficacy  with  the  former,  and  prevail  equally.  '^  Certi 
sacramenta,"  &c    *'  Truly  the  sacraments  of  the  body  and 
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Uood  of  Cbristy  which  we  receiye,  are  a  Divine  thing ;  for 
that  by  them  we  are  made  partakers  of  the  Divine  nature ; 
and  yet  it  ceases  not  to  be  the  substance  or  natare  of  bread 
and  wine.  And  tmiy  an  image  and  similitude  of  the  body 
and  Mood  of  Christy  are  celebrated  in  the  action  of  the 
mysteries."  These  are  his  words;  concerning  which  thiB 
only  is  to  be  considered,  beyond  what  I  suggested  concern- 
ing Theodoret ;  that  although  the  word  olfaia  in  the  Greek, 
which  we  render  '  substantia/  might  be  apt  to  receive  divers 
interpretations,  though  in  his  discourse  he  confined  it  to  his 
proper  meaning  (as  appears  above), — yet,  in  Gelasius,  who 
was  a  Latin  author,  the  word  '  substantia'  is  not  capable  of 
it:  and  I  think  there  is  no  example,  where  '  substantia'  ia 
taken  for  an  accidental  nature.  It  may,  as  all  other  words 
can,  suffer  alterations  by  tropes  and  figures,  but  never  signify 
grammatically  any  thing  but  itself, and  his  usual  significations: 
and  if  th^^  be  among  us  any  use  of  lexicons  or  vocabularies^ 
if  there  be  any  notices  conveyed  to  men  by  forms  of  speech^ 
then  we  are  sure  in  these  things :  and  there  is  no  reason  we 
should  sufier  ourselves  to  be  out*faced  out  of  the  use  of  our 
senses,  and  our  reason,  and  our  language.  It  is  usually  here 
replied,  that  (Jelasius  was  an  obscurer  person,  bishop  of 
CsBsarea,  and  not  pope  of  Rome,  as  is  supposed.  I  answer,  I« 
That  he  was  bishop  of  Rome  that  wrote  the  book,  out  of  which 
these  words  are  taken,  is  afifarmed  in  the  BiUiotheca  Patrum, 
•pjnoved  by  the  theological  faculty  in  Paris,  1576:  and 
Massonius  '  de  episcopis  urbis  Romse,'  in  the  life  of  pope 
Gebmus,  saiCb,  that  pope  John  cited  the  book  **  de  duabus 
Katuris,''— and  by  Fulgentius  it  is  so  too.  2.  But  suppose 
he  was  act  pope,  that  he  was  a  catholic  bishop  is  not  denied ; 
and  that  he  lived  above  a  1000  years  ago;  which  is  all  I 
veqaii«in  this  business.  For  any  other  bishop  may  speak 
tmlib,  as  well  as  the  bishop  of  Rome ;  and  his  truth  shall 
be*  of  equal  interest  and  pnsuasion.  But  so  strange  a  reso- 
lutioii  men  have  taken  to  defend  their  own  opinions,  that 
ihey  willf  in  despite  of  all  sense  and  reason,  say  something 
to  every  thing,  and  that  shall  be  an  answer  whether  it  can 
or  no. 

32.  After  all  this,  it  is  needless  to  cite  authorities  from 
the  later  ages :  it  were  indeed  easy  to  heap  up  many,  and 
those  not  obscure  either  in  their  name,  or  in  their  testimony. 
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Such  as  Facundus,  bishoj^  of  Hermian,  in  Africa,  in  the  year 
662|  in  his  ninth  book  and  laat  chapter  written  in  defence 
of  Theod.  Mopsuest.  &c.  hath  these  words,  ''  The  sacrament 
of  his  bod  J  and  blood,  we  call  his  body  and  blood :  not  that 
bread  is  properly  his  body,  or  the  cup  his  blood ;  bat  that 
they  contain  in  them  the  mystery  of  his  body  and  blood."— 
Isidore*,  bishop  of  Sevil,  says,  **  Panis,  qaem  frangimus,'' 
&c.  "  The  bread,  which  we  break,  is  the  body  of  Christ, 
who  saith,  '  I  am  the  living  bread.'  But  the  wine  is  bis 
blood,  and  that  is  it  which  is  written,  '  I  am  the  true  rine/ 
But  bread,  because  it  strengthens  our  body,  therefore  it  is 
called  the  body  of  Christ ;  but  wine,  because  it  makes  blood 
in  our  flesh,  therefore  it  is  reduced  or  referred  to  -the  blood 
of  Christ.  But  these  visible  things,  sanctified  by  the  Holy 
Ghost,  pass  into  the  sacrament  of  the  Divine  body."  Suidaa 
in  the  word  'EMMkna-la ;  a'Upta  ieunoy  rnf  kjuOonaiea  naxS  6  Xftmf 
Mei  iia  rairni  lifortiu  &f  ifOfotmoc  Hx^ou  h  ra  irpoo^ififuva  if 
Stif  vfoo'pifu  it  i  iMMXncla  ra  rw  cSfAarof  airroS  nm  roS  mftarog 
dfiG&Keif  wa»  ri  ^i^ofda  itm  rif  ctatapx?^  ayii(w9'ax  *'  Christ 
calls  the  church  his  body ;  and  by  her,  as  a  man,  he  ministers : 
but  as  he  is  God,  he  receives  what  is  offered.  But  the 
church  offers  the  symbols  of  his  body  and  blood,  sanctifying 
the  whole  mass  by  the  first  fruits."  *  Symbola,'  i.  e.  '  Signa,' 
says  the  Latin  version.  The  bread  and  wine  are  *  the  signs' 
of  his  body  and  his  blood.  HftSo^a,  an/ma ;  so  Suidas*  Hesy- 
chius^  speaking  of  this  mystery,  aflSrms,  "  Qu6d  simul  pania 
et  caro  est ;"  '^  It  is  both  bread  and  flesh  too." — Fulgentiua 
saith,  *'  Hie  calix  est  Novum  Testamentum,"  i.  e.  "  Hie 
calix,  quern  vobis  trado.  Novum  Testamentum  significat  :**. 
"  This  cup  is  the  New  Testament,  that  is,  it  signifies  it." 
Tlafihuu  70^  iiMOva  roS  Xov  wftaro^  toiV  ftaOnrcug,  said  Procopius* 
of  Gaza :  "  He  gave  to  his  disciples  the  image  of  his  own 
body ;"  aifACoha  rcuha  km  o^x  axt&ua,  said  the  scholiast  upon 
Dionysius,  the  Areopagite ;  '*  These  things  are  symbols,  and 
not  the  truth,  or  verity :" — and  he  said  it  upon  occasion  of 
the  same  doctrine,  which  his  author  ^  (whom  be  explicates) 
taught  in  that  chapter;  imnsSirrmv  rS  ^tif  ^y^tamiflf  tmt 
a-iCacfUW  trvfACo^m,  ii  Sv  0  Xfirro^  Triiimnrcu  mcu  t^urixercup  &C. 

*  Isidorns  Hisp.  lib.  i.  de  offic.  c.  18. 

'  Lib.  XX.  in  Levit.  c.  8.  '  In  Ocn.  zKx. 

^  In  ficcWs.  bier.  c.  S.  Dionys.  Ecdes.  bier.  c.  9. 
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"  The  Divine  symbols  being  placed  upon  the  altar,  by  which 
Christ  is  signified  and  participated/' — But  this  only  I  shall 
remark,  that  transubstantiation  is  so  far  from  having  been 
the  primitive  doctrine,  that  it  was  among  catholics  fiercely 
disputed  in  the  time  of  Charles  the  Bald,  about  the  year 
880.     Paschasius  wrote  for  the  substantial  conversion ;  Ra- 
banus  maintained  the  contrary  in  his  answer  to  Heribaldus, 
and  in  his  writing  to  Abbot  Egilo.     There  lived  in  the  same 
time,  in  the  court  of  Charles  the  emperor ',  a  countryman  of 
ours  John  Scot,  called  by  some  Johannes  Erigena,  who  wrote  a 
book  against  the  substantial  change  in  the  sacrament ;  he  lived 
also  sometimes  in  England  with  king  Alfred,  and  was  sur- 
named  'the  wise*^,'  and  was  a  martyr,  saith  Possevinus, — 
and  was  in  the  Roman  calendar;  his  day  was  the  fourth 
of  the  ides  of  November,  as  is  to  be  seen  in  the  martyrology 
published  at :  Antwerp,   1486.     But  when  the  controversy 
grew  public  and  noted,  Charles  the  Bald  commanded  Bertram 
or  Ratran  to  write  upon  the  question,  being  of  the  monastery 
of  Corbey:  he  did  so,  and  defended  our  doctrine  against 
Paschasius :  the  book  is  extant,  and  may  be  read  by  him 
that  desires  it;  but  it  is  so  entire  and  dogmatical  against  the 
substantial  change,  which  was  the  new  doctrine  of  Pas* 
chasius,  that  Turrian^    gives   this   account   of  it,    to   cite 
Bertram,,  what  is  it  else,  but  to  say  that  Calvin's  heresy  is 
not  new?  **  And  the  Belgic  expurgatory  Index"  professeth 
to.  nse  it  witb  the  same  equity,  which  it  useth  to  other 
catholic  writers,  in  whom  they  tolerate  many  errors  and 
extenuate  or  excuse  them,  and  sometimes  by  inventing  some 
device  they  do  deny  it,  and  put  some  fit  sense  to  them  when 
they  are  opposed  in  disputation ;  and  this  they  do,  lest  the 
heretics  should  talk  that  they  forbid  and  burn  books  that 
make  against  them.''    You  see  the  honesty  of  the  men ;  and 
the  justness  of  their  proceedings ;  but  the  Spanish  expur- 
gatory  Index  forbids  the  book  wholly,  with  a  '  penitus 
auferatur.' 

I  shall  only  add  this,  that,  in  the  church  of  England, 
BertraoLS  doctrine  prevailed  longer;  and,  till  Lanfranck's 
time,    it  was  permitted  to  foUow  Bertram  or  Paschasius. 

'  A.  D.  880.  »  Apparet.  tit.  Johannes  cognomento  Sapient. 

"  1599.  ■  A.  D.  1571.  Antwerp* 
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And  when  Osbem  wrote  the  lives  of  Odo,  archbishop  of 
Canterbury^  Dunstan,  and  Elphege,  by  the  command  of 
Lanfranck, — he  says,  that  in  Odo's  time,  some  clergymen 
affirmed  in  the  sacrament  bread  and  wine  to  remain  in  sub- 
stance, and  to  be  Christ's  body  only  in  figure ;  and  tells  how 
the  archbishop  prayed,  and  blood  dropped  out  of  the  host 
over  the  chalice,  and  so  his  clerks,  which  then  assisted  at 
mass,  and  were  of  another  opinion,  were  convinced.  This 
though  he  writes  to  please  Lanfranck  (who  first  gave  autho- 
rity to  this  opinion  in  England),  and  according  to  the  opinion 
which  then  prevailed,  yet  it  is  an  irrefragable  testimony, 
that  it  was  but  a  disputed  article  in  Odo's  time ;  no  catholic 
doctrine,  no  article  of  faith,  nor  of  a  good  while  after :  for 
however  these  clerks  were  fabulously  reported  to  be  changed 
at  Odo's  miracle,  who  could  not  convince  them  by  the  law 
and  the  prophets,  by  the  gospels  and  epistles ;  yet  his  suc- 
cessor, he  that  was  the  fourth  after  him,  I  mean  ^frick, 
abbot  of  St.  Albans  ^,  and  afterwards  archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury, in  his  Saxon  Homily,  written  above  600  years  since, 
disputes  the  question,  and  determines  in  the  words  of  Ber- 
tram only  for  a  spiritual  presence,  not  natural,  or  substantial. 
The  book  was  printed  at  London  by  John  Day,  and  with 
it  a  letter  of  ^Ifrick  to  Wulfin,  bishop  of  Schirbum,  to  the 
same  purpose.  His  words  are  these :  **  That  housel  (that  is, 
the  blessed  sacrament)  is  Christ's  body,  not  bodily,  but 
spiritually,  not  the  body  which  he  suffered  in,  but  the 
body  of  which  he  spake,  when  he  blessed  the  bread  and 
wine  to  housel  the  night  before  his  suffering,  and  said  by 
the  blessed  bread,  '  This  is  my  body.' "  And  in  a  writing 
to  the  archbishop  of  York,  he  said,  '^  The  Lord  halloweth 
daily,  by  the  hand  of  the  priest,  bread  to  his  body,  and 
wine  to  his  blood  in  spiritual  mystery,  as  we  read  in  books. 
And  yet,  notwithstanding  that  lively  bread  is  not  bodily 
so,  nor  the  self  same  body  that  Christ  suffered  in." —  I  end 
this  with  the  words  of  the  gloss  upon  the  canon  law«; 
''  Coeteste  sacramentum,  quod  ver^  reprsesentat  Christi  car- 
nem,  dicitur  corpus  Christi,  sed  improprii;  unde  dioitur 
suo  modo,  scilicet,  non  rei  veritate,  sed  significati  myBterio ; 

"  Capgrave  calls  him  abbot  of  St.  Albans.   Malmesb.  saith,  he  was  of 
Malmesbory,  A.  D.  996. 

*  D«  Consfcrat.  d.  V.  Hoc  est.  Lagdnni.  1518. 
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ut  sit  senstiSy  vocatur  Christi  corpus,  t.  e.  significatur  i^ 
"  The  heavenly  sacrament,  which  truly  represents  the  flesli 
of  Christ,  is  called  the  body  of  Christ;  but  improperly; 
therefore,  it  is  said  (meaning  in  the  canon  taken  out  of 
St.  Austin)  after  the  manner,  to  wit,  not  in  the  truth  of  the 
thing,  but  in  the  mystery  of  that  which  is  signified;  so  that 
the  meaning  is,  it  is  called  Christ  body,  that  is,  Christ's 
body  is  signified ;"  which  the  church  of  Rome  well  expresses 
in  an  ancient  hymn : 

Snb  da«bas  spcciebus 

Signis  tantikin  et  non  rebus 
Latent  res  eximiae. 

"  Excellent  things  lie  tinder  the  two  species  of  bread  and 
wine,  which  are  only  signs,  not  the  things  whereof  they 
are  signs/'— But  the  Lateran  council  struck  all  dead;  before 
which, ''  Transubstantiatio  non  fuit  dogma  fidei/*  said  Scotus,^ 
"  it  was  no  article  of  faith  f — and  how  can  it  be  afterwards, 
since  Christ  is  only  the  author  and  finisher  of  our  faith, 
tod  therefore,  all  faith  was  deliyered  from  the  beginning, 
is  a  matter  of  highest  danger  and  consideration.  But  yet 
this  also  I  shall  interpose,  if  it  may  do  any  service  in  the 
question,  or  Tielp  to  remorfe  a  prejudice  from  our  adversaries, 
who  ^e  borne  up  by  the  authority  of  that  council ;  that  the 
doctrine  of  transubstantiation  was  not  determined  by  the 
great  Lateran  council.  The  word  was  first  invented  by 
Stephen,  bishop  of  Augustodunum,  about  the  year  1100, 
or  a  little  aft;er,  in  his  book  '  De  Sacramento  Altaris ;'  and 
the  word  did  so  please  Pop^  Innocentius  III.,  that  he  in^ 
serted  it  into  one  of  the  70  canons,  which  he  proposed  to 
the  Lateran  council,  A.  D.  1216 :  which  canons  they  heard 
read,  but  determined  nothing  concerning  them,  as  Matthew 
Paris,  Platina,  and  Nauclerus,  witness.  But  they  got  repu« 
t^tioh  by  being  inserted  by  Gregory  IX.  into  his  *  Decretals,' 
which  yet  he  did  not  in  the  name  of  the  council,  but  of 
Innocentius  to  the  council.  But  the  first  that  ever  pub- 
Sshed  these  canons  under  the  name  of  the  Lateran  council^ 
was  Johannes  Cochlseus,  A.  D.  1538.  But  the  article  was 
determined  at  Rome,  36  years  after  that  council,  by  a 
general  council  of  54  prelates,  and  no  more.    And  this  was 
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the  first  authority  or  countenance  it  had;  Stephen  chris- 
tened the  article,  and  gave  the  name,  and  this  congregation 
confirmed  it. 


SECTION   XIII.  i 


Of  Adoration  of  the  Sacrament, 

When  a  proposition  goes  no  further  than  the  head  and 
the  tongue,  it  can  carry  nothing  with  it  but  his  own  appen- 
dages, viz.  to  be  right  or  to  be  wrong,  and  the  man  to  be 
deceived  or  not  deceived  in  his  judgment:  but  when  it 
hath  influence  upon  practice,  it  puts  on  a  new  investiture, 
and  is  toleraUe  or  intolerable,  according  as  it  leads  to 
actions  good  or  bad.  Now,  in  all  the  questions  of  Chris- 
tendom, nothing  is  of  greater  effect  or  more  material  event, 
than  this.  For  since  by  the  decree  of  the  council  of  Trent  \ 
they  are  bound  to  exhibit  to  the  sacrament  the  same  wor- 
ship, which  they  give  to  the  true  God,  either  this  sacrament 
is  Jesus  Christ,  or  else  they  are  very  idolaters;  I  mean 
materially  such,  even  while,  in  their  purposes,  they  decline 
it.  I  will  not  quarrel  with  the  words  of  the  decree  com- 
manding to  give  Divine  worship  to  the  sacrament**;  which 
by  the  definition  of  their  own  schools,  is  '  an  outward 
visible  sign  of  an  inward  spiritual  grace,'  and  so  they  wor- 
ship the  sign  and  the  grace  with  the  worship  due  to  Grod : 
but  that  which  I  insist  upon,  is  this:  that  if  they  be  de- 
ceived in  this  difficult  question,  against  which  there  lie  such 
infinite  presumptions  and  evidence  of  sense,  and  invincible 
reason,  and  grounds  of  Scripture, —  and  in  which  they  are 
condemned  by  the  primitive  church,  and  by  the  common 
principles  of  all  philosophy,  and  the  nature  of  things, — 
and  the  analogy  of  the  sacrament, —  for  which  they  had 
no  warrant  €ver,  till  they  made  one  of  their  own, — which 
themselves  so  little  understand,  that  they  know  not  how 
to  explicate  it, —  nor  agree  in  their  own  meaning,  nor  cannot 

•  Sea«.  13.  c.  5. 

^  TiDtam  erf  o  ttcnuiwntnm  adoremm  ccmoi.  Hymn,  in  Mist. 
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tell  well  what  they  mean;  —  if,  I  say,  they  be  deceived  in 
their  own  strict  article,  besides  the  strict  sense  of  which  there 
are  so  many  ways  of  verifying  the  words  of  Christ,  upon 
which  all  sides  do  rely;  then  it  is  certain  they  commit  an 
act  of  idolatry  in  giving  Divine  honoar  to  a  mere  creature, 
which  is  the  image,  the  sacrament,  and  representment  of 
the  body  of  Christ :  and  at  least,  it  is  not  certain  that  they 
are  right ;  there  are  certainly  very  great  probabilities  against 
them,  which  ought  to  abate  their  confidence  in  the  article; 
and  though  I  am  persuaded,  that  the  arguments  against  them 
are  unanswerable; — for  if  I  did  not  think  so,  then  I  shall 
be  able  to  answer  them,  and  if  I  were  not  able  to  answer, 
I  would  not  seek  to  persuade  others  by  that  which  does 
not   persuade    me; — yet  all  indifferent  persons,  that   is, 
all  those,  who  will  suffer  themselves  to  be  determined  by 
something  besides  interest  and  education,  must  needs  say 
they  cannot  be  certain  they  are  right,  against  whom  there 
are  so  many  arguments,  that  they  are  in  the  wrong;  the 
commandment  to  worship  God  alone  is  so  express;  —  the 
distance  between  Ood  and  bread  dedicated  to  the  service^ 
of  Ood  is  so  vast, — the  danger  of  worshipping  that  which 
is  not  God,  or  of  not  worshipping  that  which  is  God,  is 
so  formidable, — that  it  is  infinitely  to  be  presumed,  that 
if  it  had  been  intended  that  we  should  have  worshipped 
the  holy  sacrament,  the  holy  Scripture  would  have  called 
it,  ^  God,'  or  '  Jesus  Christ,' — or  have  bidden  us,  in  express 
terms,  to  have  adored  it ;  that  either  by  the  first,  as  by  a 
reason  indicative, —  or  by  the  second,  as  by  a  reason  im* 
perative, —  we  might  have  had  sufficient  warrant  direct  or 
consequent,  to  have  paid  a  Divine  worship.    Now  that  there 
is  no  implicit  warrant  in  the  sacramental  words  of  ''  This 
is  my  body,"  I  have  given  very  many  reasons  to  evince, 
by  proving  the  words  to  be  sacramental  and  ^urative.    Add 
to  this;  that  supposing  Christ  present  in  their  senses,  yet 
us  they  have  ordered  the  business,  they  have  made  it  super*- 
«titious  and  idololatrical ;  for  they  declare  that  the  Divine 
worship  does  belong  also  to  the  symbols  of  bread  and  wine, 
as  being  '  one  with  Christ ;'  they  are  the  words  of  Bellar^ 
mine^;  —  that  even  the  species  also  with  Christ  are  to  be 

•  Lib*  iy.  de  Fncli*  e.  t^.  torn.  S.  iii  3.  Thom.  cli»p.  65.  aect.  i, 
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adored;  bo  Suarez: — which  doctrine  might,  upon  the  sttp- 
pOBal  of  their  groundB,  be  excused;  if,  as  Claudius  de 
Sainctes  dreamed,  they  and  the  body  of  Christ  had  but 
one  existence ;  but  this  themselyes  admit  not  of,  but  he 
is  confuted  by  Suarez.  But  then  let  it  be  considered, 
that  since  those  species  or  accidents  are  not  inherent  in 
the  holy  body,  nor  have  their  existence  from  it,  but  wholly 
subsist  by  themselves  (as  they  dream),  since,  between  th«n 
and  the  holy  body,  there  is  no  substantial,  no  personal 
union,  it  is  not  imaginable  how  they  can  pass  divine  worship 
to  those  accidents  which  are  not  in  the  body,  nor  the  same 
with  the  body,  but  by  an  impossible  supposition  subsist 
of  themselves,  and  were  proper  to  bread,  and  now  not  cpni- 
municable  to  Christ,  and  yet  not  commit  idolatry  :  especially 
since  the  Nestorians  were,  by  the  fathers^  called  Mfrnw^^sorfOA^ 
or  'worshippers  of  a  man;'  because  they  worshipped  the 
humanity  of  Christ,  which  they  supposed,  not  to  be  per- 
sonally, but  habitually  united  to  the  divinity. 

2.  But  secondly :  suppose  that  the  article  were  true  in 
'  thesi,'  and,  that  the  bread  in  consecration  was  changed, 
as  they  suppose ;  yet  it  is  to  be  considered,  that  that  which 
is  practicable  in  this  article,  is  yet  made  as  uncertain  and 
dangerous  as  before.  For,  by  many  defects,  secret  and  in- 
sensible, by  many,  notorious  and  evident,  the  change  may  be 
hindered,  and  the  symbols  still  remain  as  very  bread  and  wine 
as  ever,  and  rob  God  of  his  honour.  For,  if  the  prieat  errs 
in^'eciting  the  words  of  consecration,  by  addition,  or  diminit- 
tion,  or  alteration,  or  longer  interruption ;  if  he  do  but  say, 
'Hoc  est  cor  pusmeum,'  for  'corpus  meum, — or  'meum  cor- 
pus' for  '  corpus  meum ;'  or,  if  he  do  but  as  the  priest  that 
Agrippa  ^  tells  of,  that  said,  '  Hsbc  sunt  corpora  mea,'  lest, 
consecrating  many  hosts,  he  should  speak  false  Latin:  if 
either  the  priest  be  timorous,  surprised,  or  intemperate, — 
in  all  these  cases,  the  priest  and  the  people  too,  worship 
nothing  but  bread.  And  some  of  these  are  the  more  con- 
siderable, I  mean,  those  defectibilities  in  pronunciation ; 
because,  the  priest  always  speaking  ^  the  words  of  consecrft- 


«•  De  Vanit.  Scien.  c.  3. 

"  Concil.  Trid.  Sess.  tfi.  can.  9.  iiedetuno  ait  Sacerdotem  tsto  Canoue 
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tion  in  a  secret  voice,  not  to  be  heard,  none  of  the  people 
can  have  any  notice  whether  he  speaks  the  words  so  suffi- 
ciently as  to  secure  them  from  worshipping  a  piece  of  bread. 
If  none  of  all  these  happen,  yet,  if  he  do  not  intend  to 
consecrate  aU,  but  some,  and  yet  know  not  which  to  omit; 
if  he  do  intend  but  to  mock ;  if  he  be  a  secret  atheist,  a 
Moor,  or  a  Jew ;  if  he  be  an  impious  person,  and  laugh 
at  the  sacrament ;  if  he  do  not  intend  to  do  as  the  church 
does ;  that  is,  if  his  intention  be  neither  actual,  nor  real : 
then,'  in  all  these  cases,  the  people  give  Divine  worship  to 
that  which  is  nothing  but  bread :  but  if  none  of  all  this 
happen,  yet,  if  he  be  not  a  priest,  '  quod  s«pe  accidit/  saith 
Pope  Adrianus  VI.,  '  in  quaest.  quodlib.   q.  3.,'  it  often 
happens,  that  the  priest  feigns  himself  to  celebrate,  and 
does  not  celebrate;  or,  feigns  himself  to  celebrate,  and  is 
no  priest;  if  he  be  not  baptized  righUy;  if  there  was  in 
his  person,  as  by  being  simoniack,  or  irregular,  a  bastard, 
or  bigamus,  or  any  other  impediment,  which  he  can,  or 
cannot  know  of;  if  there  was  any  defect  in  his  bapUsm, 
or  ordinations,  or  in  the  baptism  and  ordination  of  him  that 
ordained  him,  or  in  aU  the  succession  from  the  head  of  the 
fcolixi,  from  the  apostles  that  first  began  the  series  ;—in  all 
these  cases,  it  cannot  but  be  acknowledged  by  their  own 
doctrine,  that  the  consecration  is  invalid  and  ineffective, 
the  product  is  nothing,  but  a  piece  of  bread  is  made  the 
obiect  of  the  Divine  worship.    Well !  suppose  that  none  of 
all  this  happens,  yet  there  are  many  defects  m  respect  of 
the  matter  also:  as  if  the  bread  be  corrupted;  or  the  wine 
be  vinegar ;  if  it  be  mingled  with  any  other  substance  but 
water;  or  if  the  water  be  the  prevailing  ingredient;  or  if 
the  bread  be  not  wheat;  or  the  wine  be  of  sour,  or  be  of 
unripe  erapes;  in  all  these  cases  nothing  is  changed,  but 
bread  remains  still,  m«{  i^oi, '  mere  bread,'  and  'mere  wme ; 
and  yet  they  are  worshipped  by  divine  adoration 

3  Thirdly :  When  certain  of  the  society  of  jesuits  were 
to  di*e  by  the  laws  of  England,  in  the  beginning  of  king 
James's  reign;  it  was  asked  them,  whether,  if  they  might 
have  leave  to  say  mass,  they  would  to  the  people  standmg  by, 
for  the  confirmation  of  their  doubt,  and  to  convert  them,  say 
these  words :  "  Unless  this  whole  species  you  see  m  the 
chalice,  be  the  same  blood,  which  did  flow  out  of  the  side 
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of  the  crucifix,  or  of  Christ  hanging  on  the  cross, — let  there 
be  no  part  for  me  in  the  blood  of  Christ,  or  in  Christ  himself 
to  eternal  ages  :"  and  so,  with  these  words  in  their  mouths, 
yield  to  death;  they  all  denied  it,  none  of  them  would  take 
8uch  a  sacrament  upon  them.  And  when  Garnet,  that  un- 
happy man,  was  tempted  to  the  same  sense;  he  answered, 
'  that  a  man  might  well  doubt  of  the  particular/  No  man 
was  bound  to  believe  that  any  one  priest  in  particular,  now, 
or  at  any  one  certain  time,  does  consecrate  effectively ' ;  but 
that  the  bread  is  transubstantiated  some  where  or  other, 
at  some  time  or  other,  by  some  priest  or  other.  This  I  re* 
ceive  from  the  relation  of  a  wise  prelate',  a  great  and  a  good 
man,  whose  memory  is  precious,  and  is  had  in  honour.  But 
the  effect  of  this  is,  that  transubstantiation,  supposing  the 
doctrine  true  (as  it  is  most  false),  yet  in  practice  is  uncertain ; 
but  the  giving  it  divine  worship  is  certain^  the  change  is 
believed  only  in  general,  but  it  is  worshipped  in  particular; 
concerning  which,  whether  it  be  any  thing  more  than  bread, 
it  is  impossible,  without  a  revelation,  they  should  know. 
These,  then,  are  very  ill,  and  deeply  to  be  considered ;  for 
certain  it  is,  '  God  is  a  jealous  God,'  and,  therefore,  will 
be  impatient  of  every  encroachment  upon  his  peculiar.  And 
then  for  us,  as  we  must  pray  .with  faith,  and  without 
doubting,  so  it  is  fit  we  should  worship ;  and  yet  in  this  case^ 
and  upon  these  premises,  no  man  can  choose  but  doubt; 
and,  therefore,  he  cannot,  he  ought  not,  to  worship ;  '^  Quod 
dubitas,  ne  feceris.^' 

4.  I  will  not  censure,  concerning  the  men  that  do  it,  or 
consider  concerning  the  action,  whether  it  be  formal  idolatry 
or  no.  God  is  their  judge  and  mine,  and  I  beg  he  would 
be  pleased  to  have  mercy  upon  us  all ;  but  yet  they  that  are 
interested  for  their  own  particulars,  ought  to  fear  and  con- 
sider these  things.  1 .  That  no  man,  without  his  own  fault, 
can  mistake  a  creature  so  far,  as  to  suppose  him  to  be  a 
God.  2.  That  when  the  heathens  worshipped  the  sun  and 
moon,  they  did  it  upon  their  confidence  that  they  were  gods ; 
and  would  not  have  given  to  them  divine  honours,  if  they 
had  thought  otherwise.    3.  That  the  distinction  of  material 

'  Vide  Bonavent.  in  S.  dist.  £4.  a.  l.  q.  1. 

«  Bishop  Andrews  Re«p.  ad  apolog.  Bellarm.  p.  7. 
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and  fonnal  idolatry,  though  it  have  a  place  in  philosophy, 
becauBe  the  understandiDg  can  consider  an  act  with  his  error, 
and  yet  separate  the  parts  of  the  consideration ;  yet  bath 
DO  place  in  divinity ;  because,  in  things  of  so  great  concern- 
ment, it  cannot  but  be  supposed  highly  agreeable  to  the 
goodness  and  justice  of  God,  that  every  man  be  sufficiently 
instructed  in  his  duty  and  convenient  notices.    4.  That  no 
man  in  the  world,  upon  these   grounds,  except  he  that  is 
malicious  and  spiteful,  can  be  an  idolater;  for,  if  he  have 
an  ignorance, '  great  enough  to  excuse  him,  he  can  be  no 
idolater ;  if  he  have  not,  he  is  spiteful  and  malicious ;  and 
then  all  the  heathens  are  also  excused  as  well  as  they.    6. 
That  if  good  intent  and  ignorance,  in  such  cases,  can  take  off 
the  crime, — then  the  persecutors  that  killed  the  apostles, 
thinking  they  did  God  good  service,  and  Saul,  in  blaspheming 
the  religion,  and  persecuting  the  servants  of  Jesus,  and  the 
Jews  themselves,  in  crucifying  the  Lord  of  life,  ''who  did 
it  ignorantly,  as  did  also  their  rulers,''  have  met  with  their 
excuse  upon  the  same  account.    And,  therefore,  it  is  not 
safe,  for  the  men  of  the  Roman  communion  to  take  anodyne 
medicines  and  narcotic,  to  make  them  insensible    of  the 
pain ;  for  it  will  not  cure  their  disease.    Their  doing  it  upon 
the  stock  of  error  and  ignorance,  I  hope,  will  dispose  them 
to  receive  a  pardon :  but  yet  that  also  supposes  them  criminal; 
and  though  I  would  not,  for  all  the  world,  be  their  accuser, 
or  the  aggravator  of  the  crime ;  yet  I  am  not  unwilling  to  be 
their  remembrancer,  that  themselves  may  avoid  the  danger. 
For  though  Jacob  was  innocent,  in  lying  with  Leah  instead 
of  Rachel,  because  he  had  no  cause  to  suspect  the  deception : 
yet,  if  Penelope,  who  had  not  seen  Ulysses  in  twenty  years, 
should  see  one  come  to  her,  nothing  like  Ulysses,  but  saying 
he  were  her  husband,  she  should  give  but  an  ill  account  of 
her  chastity,  if  she  should  actually  admit  him  to  her  bed, 
only  saying,  '  if  you  be  Ulysses,  or  upon  supposition  that 
you  are  Ulysses,  I  admit  you.'    For,  if  she  certainly  admits 
him,  of  whom  she  is  uncertain  if  he  be  her  husband,  she 
certainly  is  an  adulteress :  because  she,  having  reason  to 
doubt,   ought  first  to  be  satisfied  of  her  question.     Since, 
therefore,  besides  the  insuperable  doubts  of  the  main  article 
itself,  in  the  practice  and  the  particulars,  there  are  acknow- 
ledged so  many  ways  of  deception,  and  confessed  that  the 
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actual  fkilingB  are  freqaent  (as  I  showed  before  out  of  pope 
Adrian),  it  will  be  but  a  weak  excuae  to  say,  '  I  worship 
thee  if  thou  be  the  Son  of  God,  but  I  do  not  worship  thee,  if 
thou  beest  not  consecrated;*  and,  in  the  mean^time,  the 
divine  worship  is  actually  exhibited  to  what  is  set  before  us. 
At  the  best  we  may  say  to  these  men,  as  our  blessed  Saviour 
to  the  woman  of  Samaria,  "  ye  worship  ye  know  not  what ; 
but  we  know  what  we  worship."  For,  concerning  the  action 
of  adoration,  this  I  am  to  say,  that  it  is  a  fit  address  in  the 
day  of  solemnity,  with  a  '  sursum  corda,'  with  '  our  hearts  lift 
up'  to  heaven,  where  Christ  sits  (we  are  sure)  at  the  right 
hand  of  the  Father,  for  ^'  nemo  dign^  manducat,  nisi  priAs 
adoraverit,''  said  S.Austin;  ''no  man  eats  Christ's  body 
worthily,  but  be  that  first  adores  Christ."  But  to  terminate 
the  divine  worship  to  the  sacrament,  to  that  which  we  eat, 
is  so  unreasonable  and  unnatural*^,  and  withal,  so  scandalous, 
that  AverroeS)  observing  it  to  be  used  among  the  Christians, 
with  whom  he  had  the  ill  fortune  to  converse,  said  these 
words :  ''  Quandoquidem  Christiani  adorant  quod  comedunt, 
sit  anima  mea  cum  philosophise :"  ''  Since  Christians  worship 
what  they  eat,  let  my  soul  be  with  the  philosophers."  If  the 
man  had  conversed  with  those,  who  better  understood  the 
article,  and  were  more  religious  and  wise  in  their  worshippings, 
possibly  he  might  have  been  invited  by  the  excellency  of  the 
institution  to  becotne  a  Christian.  But  they  that  give  scandal 
to  Jews  by  their  images,  and  leaving  out  the  second  com* 
mandment  from  their  catechisms,  give  ofience  to  the  Turks 
by  worshipphig  the  sacrament,  and  to  all  reasonable  men  by 
^striving  against  two  or  three  sciences,  and  the  notices  of  all 
mankind.  ''  We  worship  the  flesh  of  Christ  in  the  mysteries 
*(saith  Ambrose),  as  the  apostles  did  worship  it  in  our 
Saviour  1^." — For  we  receive  the  mysteries  as  representing 
^nd  exhibiting  to  our  souls  the  flesh  and  blood  of  Christ ;  so 
that  we  worship  it  in  the  sumption,  ahd  venerable  usages  of 
the  signs  of  his  body.  But  we  give  no  divine  honour  to  the 
signs :  we  do  not  call  the  sacrament  our  God.  And  let  it  be 
<;onsidered,  whether,  if  the  primitive  church  had  ever  done, 
pr  taught,  that  the  divine  worship  ought  to  be  given  to  the 

^  Vide  Tlieodoret  qnae^t.  55.  in  Genes,  et  q.  11.  in  Levit. 
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sacrament,  it  had  aot  been  oeitain,  that  the  heathen  would 
bay&  retorted  moet  g(  the  argumentfi  upon  their  heads,  by 
which  the  Christians  reproved  their  worshipping  of  imageSf 
The  Christians  upbraided  them  with  worshipping  the  works 
of  their  hands ;  .(p  which  themselves  gave  what  figure  they 
pleased,  and  then»  by  certain  forms,  consecrated  them,  and 
made>  by  invocation,  (as  they  supposed)  a  divinity  to  dwell 
there.    They  objected  to  tbemi  that  they  worshipped  that 
which  could  neither  see,  nor  hear,  nor  smell,  nor  ttaste, 
nor  move,  nor  understand :  that  which  could  grow  old,  and 
perish^— that  could  be  broken  and  burned, — that  was  sub* 
ject  to  the  injury  of  rats  and  nupe,  of  worms,  and  creeping 
things,— that  can  be  taken  by  enemies,  and  carried  away,«— 
that  is  kept  under  lock  and  key,  for  fear  of  thieves  and  sacri- 
legious persons.    Now,  if  the  church  of  those  ages  ha4 
thought  and  practised,  as  they  have  done  at  Rcmie,  in  these 
last  ages,  might  not  they  have  said,  '  Why  may  not  we  as 
well  as  you?    Do  not  you  worship  that  with  Divine  honours, 
and  call  it  your  God,  which  can  be  burnt,  and  broken,  which 
yourselves  form  into  a  round  or  squar^^figure,  which  the 
oven  first  hardens,  and  then  your  priests  consecrate,  and,  by 
invocation,  make  to  be  your  God,' — which  can  see  no  more, 
nor  hear,  nor  smell,   than  the  silver  and  gold  upon  our 
images?    Do  not  you  adore  that  which  rats  and  mice  eat, 
^hich  can  grow  mouldy  and  sour,  which  you  ke^p  under 
locks  and  bars,  for  fear  your  God  be  stolen  ?    Did  not  Lewis 
IX.  pawn  your  God  to  the  soldan  of  Egypt,  insomuch  that 
to  this  day  the  Egyptian  escutcheons,  by  way  of  triumph, 
bear  upon  them  a  pix  with  a  wafer  in  it :  true  it  is,  that  if  we 
are  beaten  from  our  cities,  we  carry  our  Gods  with  us ;  but, 
did  not  the  Jesuits  carry  your  host  (which  you  call  God)  about 
their  necks  from  Venice,  in  the  time  of  the  interdict?    And 
now,  why  do  you  reprove  that  in  us  which  you  do  in  your- 
selves?    What  could  have  been  answered  to  them,  if  the 
doctrine,  and  accidents  of  their  time,  had  furnished  them 
with  these,  or  the  like  instances  ?    In  vain  it  would  have 
been  to  have  replied ;  '  yea,  but  ours  is  the  true  God,  and 
yours  are  false  gods/ — For  they  would  easily  have  made 
a  rejoinder;  and  said,  that  this  is  to  be  proved  by  some 
other    argument ;   in   the   mean-time,   all  your  objections 
against  our  worshipping  of  images,  return  violently  upon 
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you.  Upon  this  account,  since  none  of  the  witty  and  subtle 
adversaries  of  Christianity  ever  did,  or  could  make  this  de- 
fence by  way  of  recrimination^  it  is  certain,  there  was  no 
occasion  given ;  and,  therefore  those  trifling  pretences  made 
out  of  some  sayings  of  the  fathers,  pretending  the  practice 
of  worshipping  the  sacrament,  must  needs  be  sophistry,  and 
illusion,  and  can  need  no  particular  consideration.  But  if 
any  man  can  think  them  at  all  considerable,  I  refer  him  to  be 
satisfied  by  Michael  le  Faucheur,  in  his  voluminous  confu- 
tation of  Cardinal  Perron '.  I,  for  my  part,  am  weary  of  the 
infinite  variety  of  argument  in  this  question ;  and,  therefore, 
shall  only  observe  this,  that  antiquity  does  frequently  use 
the  words  T^oanivnTo^,  aeCofffuiraro^,  ^^iOf^  T^otntuvoviMvo^,  *  vene- 
rable,' 'adorable,'  'worshipful,'  to  every  thing  that  ought 
to  be  received  with  great  reverence,  and  used  with  regard : 
to  princes,  to  laws,  to  baptism,  to  bishops,  to  priests,  to  the 
ears  of  priests,  the  cross,  the  chalice,  the  temples,  the  words 
of  Scripture,  the  feasts  of  Easter ;  and  upon  the  same  account, 
by  which  it  is  pretended,  that  some  of  the  fathers  taught 
the  adoration  of  the  Eucharist,  we  may  also  infer  the  adora- 
tion of  all  the  other  instances.  But  that  which  proves  too 
much,  proves  nothing  at  all. 

These  are  the  grounds  by  which  I  am  myself  established, 
and  by  which  I  persuade  or  confirm  others  in  this  article. 

I  end  with  the  words  of  the  fathers  in  the  council"  of 
Constantinople,  ofrov  oifaiav  Tpoa  tra^t  ^foo'fifta^,  fjoi  oxn/^^arU 
^ouaa»  MfUTTou  fAopfiv,  ha  /mi  iii»XoKctTfsia  wofUffaxK,  **  Christ 
commanded  the  substance  of  bread  to  be  offered,  not  in 
the  shape  of  a  man,  lest  idolatry  should  be  introduced." 

Gloria  Deo  in  excelsif : 

In  terrifl  pax  hominibos  bons  Tolnntatis. 

'  Lib.  4.  c.  5.  de  la  C^ue  da  Seigneur.  »  A.  D.  745. 
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When  a  Roman  gentleman  had,  to  please  himself, 
written  a  book  in  Greek,  and  presented  it  to  Cato ; 
he  desired  him  to  pardon  the  faults  of  his  expres- 
sions, since  he  wrote  in  Greek,  which  was  a  tongue, 
in  which  he  was  not  perfect  master.     Cato  told 
him,  he  had  better  then  to  have  let  it  alone,  and 
written  in  Latin;  by  how  much  it  is  better  not 
to  commit  a  fault,  than  to  make  apologies.     For 
if  the  thing  be  good,  it  needs  not  to  be  excused ; 
if  it  be  not  good,  a  crude  apology  will  do  nothing 
but  confess  the  fault,  but  never  make  amends.    I, 
therefore,  make  this  address  to  all,  who  will  con- 
cern themselves  in  reading  this  book,  not  to  ask 
their  pardon  for  my  fault  in  doing  of  it ;  I  know 
of  iione ;  for  if  I  had  known  them,  I  would  have 
mended  them  before  the   publication;   and   yet, 
though  I  know  not  any,  I  do  not  question  but 
much  fault  will  be  found  by  too  many;  I  wish  I 
hare  given  them  no  cause  for  their  so  doing.    But 
I  do  not  only  mean  it  in  the  particular  periods. 
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where  every  man  that  is  not  a  son  of  the  church 
of  England  or  Ireland,  will  at  least  do  as  Apol- 
lonius  did  to  the  apparition   that   a£fhghted   his 
company  on  the  mountain  Caucasus;— he  will  revile 
and  persecute  me  with  evil  words;  but  I  mean 
it  in  the  whole  design,  and  men  will  reasonably 
or  capriciously  ask.  Why  any  more  controversies  ? 
Why  this  over  again  ?    Why  against  the  papists, 
against  whom  so  very  many  are  already  exaspe- 
rated, that  they  cry  out  fiercely  of  persecution? 
And  why  can  they  not  be  suflfered  to  enjoy  their 
share  of  peace,  which  hath  returned  in  the  hands 
of  his  sacred  Majesty,  at  his  blessed  restauration  ? 
For  as  much  of  this  as  concerns  myself  I  make  no 
excuse,  but  give  my  reasons,  and  hope  to  justify 
this  procedure  with    that   modesty  which  David 
used  to  his  angry  brother,  saying,  "  What  have 
I  now  done?  is  there  not  a  cause?"    The  cause 
is  this: 

The  reverend  fathers,  my  lords  the  bishops  of 
Ireland,  in  their  circumspection  and  watchfulness 
over  their  flocks,  having  espied  grievous  wolves 
to  have  entered  in,  some  with  sheep  s  clothing, 
and  some  without,  some  secret  enemies,  and  some 
c^n,  at  first  endeavoured  to  give  check  to  those 
enemies,  which  had  put  fire   into  the  bed-straw; 
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and  though  God  hath  very  much  prospered  their 
labours,  yet  they  have  work  enough  to  do,  and  will 
have,  till  Grod  shall  call  them  home  to  the  land  of 
peace  and  unity.  But  it  was  soon  remembered, 
that  when  King  James,  of  blessed  miemory,  had 
discerned  the  spirits  of  the  English  nonconformists, 
and  found  them  peevish  and  factious,  unreasonable 
and  imperious,  not  only  unable  to  govern,  but  a^ 
inconsistent  with  the  government,  as  greedy  to 
match  at  it  for  themselves;  resolved  to  take  off 
their  disguise,  and  put  a  difference  between  con- 
science and  faction,  and  to  bring  them  to  the 
measures  and  rules  of  laws ;  and  to  this  &e  councO 
and  all  wise  men  were  consenting,  because  by  the 
King's  great  wisdom,  and  the  conduct  of  the  whole 
eonfederence  and  inquiry,  men  saw  there  was  rea^ 
SOB  on  the  King's  side,  and  necesinty  on  oH  ndes. 
But  At  gunpowder  treason  breaking  out,  a  hew 
zeal  was  enkindled  against  the  papists;  and  it 
ahined  co  greatly,  that  the  nonconformists  escaped 
by  the  light  of  it,  and  quickly  grew  warm  by  tiie 
heat  of  tiiat  ftune,  to  which  they  added  no  small 
increase  by  tiieir  declamations  and  other  acts  of 
insimiatiQn :  insomuch  that  they,  being  neglected, 
qralitiplied  until  tiiey  got  power  enough  to  do  all 
thoie  mischieih  which  we  have  seen  and  felt.  This 
beJBg  remembcared  and  spoken   of,   it  was   soon 

VOL.  X.  I 
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observed  that  the  tables  only  were  now  turned^- 
and  that  now  the  public  zeal  and  watchfulness 
against  those  men  and  those  persuasions,  which 
so  lately  have  afflicted  us,  might  give  to  the  emis- 
saries of  the  church  of  Rome,  leisure  and  oppor- 
tunity to  grow  into  numbers  and  strength  to  de- 
bauch many  souls,  and  to  unhinge  the  safety  and 
peace  of  the  kingdom.  In  Ireland,  we  saw  toa 
much  of  it  done,  and  found  the  mischief  growing 
too  fast,  and  the  most  intolerable  inconveniencies 
but  too  justly  apprehended,  as  near  and  imminent. 
We  had  reaison  at  least  to  cry  fire  when  it  flamed 
through  our  very  rooiis,  and  to  interpose  with  all 
cateahd  diligence,  when  religion  and  the  eternal 
interest  of  souls  was  at  stake,  as  knowing  we 
should  be  greatly  unfit  to  appear  and  account  to 
the  great  bishop  and  shepherd  of  souls^  if  we 
had  suffered  the  enemies  to  sow  tares  in  our  fields^ 
we  standing  and  looking  on.  It  was  therefore- 
considered,  how  we  might  best  serve  God,  and 
rescue  our  charges  fi*om  their  danger;  and  it  was 
Concluded  presently  to  run  to  arms^  I  mean,  to 
the  weapons  of  our  warfare,  to  the  armour  of  the 
^rit,  to  the  works  of  our  calling,  and  to  tell  the 
people  of  their  peril,  to  warn  tiiem  of  the  enemy, 
and  to  lead  them  in  the  ways  of  truth,  and  peace^ 
and  faoUness.:  that  if  they  would  be  admonished^ 
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they  might  be  safe;  if  they  would  not,  they  should 
be  without  excuse,  because  they  could  not  say 
but  the  prophets  have  been  amongst  them: 

But  then  it  was  next  inquired.  Who  should 
minister  in  this  affair,  and  put  in. order  all  those 
.things  which  they  had  to  give  in  charge:  it  vras 
easy  to  choose  many,  but  hard  to  choose  one; 
there  were  many  fit  to  succeed  in  the  vacant 
{[postleship ;  and  though .  Barsabas  the  Just  was, 
^y  all  the  church,  named  as  a  fit  and  worthy 
man,  yet  the  lot  fell  upon  Matthias ;  and  that  was 
my  case :  it  fell  to  me  to  be  their '  amanuensis, 
when  persons  most  worthy  were  more  readily- ex- 
icused ;  and  in  this  my  lords  the  bishops  had  reason; 
that  (according  to  St.  Paul's*  rule)  "  If  there  be 
judgments  or  controversies  amongst  us,  they  should 
be  employed  who  are  least  esteemed  in  the  church;" 
and  upon  this  account  I  had  nothing  left  me  but 
dbedience ;  though  I  confess  that  I  found  regret 
in  <  the  nature  of- the  employment,  for  I  love  not 
to  be  (as  St.  Paul  calls  it)  one  of  the  (xv(nmTd  rtf 
irSwfiTo^w/"  Disputers  of  this  world."  For  I  sup- 
pose  skill  in  controversies  (as  they  are  now  used) 
to  be  the  worst  part  of  learning,  ai^d  time  is  the 
woret  spent  in  them,  and  men  the  least  benefited 

»  1  CJor.  i,j20. 
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bj  t&em;  that  is,  when  the  que6tk>ii8  are  eurioos 
and  impertiiient^  mtricate  and  inexplicable,  not 
to  make  men  better,  but  to  make  a  sect.  But 
when  the  propositions  disputed  are  of  the  foun- 
dation of  fidth,  or  lead  to  good  life,  or  naturally 
do  good  to  single  persons  or  piiUic  societies,  tiien 
they  are  part  of  the  depositnm  of  Ghristiaaity, 
of  the  analogy  of  fiEutfa ;  and  for  tiiis  we  are,  by 
tiie  apostle,  commanded  to  contend  earnestly,  and, 
Aetelbre,  controversies  may  become  necessary; 
but  because  they  are  not  often  so,  but  oftentimes 
usdess,  and  always  troublesome;  and  as  an  ill 
diet  makes  an  ill  habit  of  body,  so  doea  the  fb^ 
queat  use  of  cm^roTetsies  baffle  the  undentaading; 
and  makea  it  etafty  to  deceiTe  otibers,  itself  xe^ 
maining  instmcted  in  nothing  but  useless  notions 
and  words  of  contingent  signification  and  distinc- 
tions without  difference,  which  minister  to  pride 
and  contentioi^  and  teach  men  to  be  pertinacious, 
trouUeaome,  and  unduiritable ;  therdbie^  I  kve 
them  not. 

But,  because,  by  the  apostolical  rale\  I  am  tied 
''to  do  all  things  without  murmurings,'*  as  wdl  m 
without  ^' disputings,"  I  constdeied  it  over  again, 
Imd  ibund  mvadf  rdieved  bv  the  anbiect  mftiter. 


iL14. 
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imd  Ike  grand  consequent  of  the  pieseatt  questioos. 
For,  m  the  presectt  ttfiisiir,  the  cose  is  not  so  as  in  the 
elhers ;  here  the  ^eiBtions  are  such,  tbat  dve  chmdi 
6f  Rome  declares  theim  to  rescAi  as  far  as  i^temily^ 
and  damns  all  that  am  not  of  then*  opinioiis ;  and  the 
protestants  have  much  mom  reason  to  iear  con*» 
ceming  the  papists,  such  who  are  not  excused  by 
ignorance,  <&at  their  condition  is  very  «^ad  and 
deplorable,  and  that  it  is  charity  to  *snatoh  them 
as  a  brand  fix>m  the  'fii^{  and,  indeed,  die  chcnroli 
of  Home  maintams  propositions,  which,  if  the  an** 
cient  doctors  of  the  church  may  be  4>elieved,  are 
apt  to  s^>arate  from  God.  I  instance,  in  thcor  super* 
additi<»i  of  articles  and  propositicms,  derived  only 
irom  a  pretended  tradition,  and  not  contained  m 
Scripture.  Now,  the  doing  of  this  is  a  great  sin, 
uA  «t  igmait  danger.  "^  Adoro  Seripturte  plenitu* 
dinem^  si  non  est  acriptnm,  timeat  vse  illnd  adji*- 
eientibiis  ot  d^trahentibus  destmatum,''  said  T«- 
toOian :  ^  I  adore  the  i^ness  of  Scripture ;  smd  if 
it  t^  not  writtcoi,  let  Berme^hes  fear  the  w«e 
that  is  dissttned  to  them  that  detract  ^om,  or  add 
to  Ur' 

S^BasU  «ays«,  ''Without  doubt,  it  is  a  most 
mttiltat  argument  cf  infidelity,  and  a  most  certain 

*  Contra  Hermogen. 

'  Ds  tera  1%le  et  Moral,  reg.  73.  c.  1 .  et  ttg.  8t>.  6.  H. 
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fiign.of  pride,  to  introduce  any  ihing  that  is  not 
•written  (in  the  Scriptures) ;  our  blessed  Saviour 
having  said,  *My  sheep  hear  my  voice,  and  the 
voice,  of  strangers  they  will  not  hear;'  and  to  detract 
from  Scriptures,  .or  add  any  thing  to  the  faith  that 
is  not  there,  is  most  vehemently  forbidden  by  the 
apostle,  saying,  if  it  be  but  a  man  s  testament, '  nemo 
Superordinat,'  '  no  man  adds  to  it'. — ^And  says  also; 
^  This  Was  the  will  of  the  testator.— And  Theophilus 
AlexandrinuS  says  plainly  %  '' It  is  the  part  of  a 
devilish  spirit  to  think  any  thing  to  be  Divine,  that 
is  not  in  the  authority  of  the  holy  Scriptures;" — 
and,  therefore,  S.  Athanaidius  affirms ^  that  ''the 
catholics  will  neither  speak  nor  endure  to  hear  any 
thing  in  religion  that  is  a  stranger  to  Scripture;" 
it  being  Vimmodestiaa  vecordia,'/an  evil, heart  of 
immodesty,'  to  speak  those  things  which  are  not 
written.  Now,  let  any  man  judge,  whether  it  be 
not  our  dnty,  and  a  necessary  work  of  charity,  and 
the  proper  office  of  our  ministry,  to  persuade  our 
charges  from  the  *  immodesty  of  an  evil  heart,'  fi^m 
having  '  a  devilish  spirit,'  from  doing  that  '  which 
is  vehemently  forbidden  by  the  apostle,'  from  /  infir 
delity  and  pride^'  and,  lasHy,  from  th^t  'eternal 
jwoe  which  is  denounced'  agfiinst  them  that  add 

•  Epist  .Pasch.  2,    -    .  /  De  Incarn.  Christi. 
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ibther.  -^orda  and  doctrines,  thap  what  is  contained 

An  the  Scriptures,  and  say,  '  Dominus  dixit/  *  The 

Lord  hath  said  it/  and  he  hath  not  said  it     If 

,we  had  put  these  severe  censures  upon  the  popish 

.  doctrine  of  tradition,  we  should  have  been  thought 

uncharitable ;  but  because  the  holy  fathers  do  so 

.we  ought  to  be  charitable,  and  snatch  our  pharges 

from  the  ambient  flame.  ...         ) 

And   thus   it   is  in  the  question  of  images; 

•/'  Dubium  non  est,  quin  religio  nulla  sit,  ubicunqul^ 

« simulacrum  est/'  said  I^ictabtiusif ;  ''  without  all  pec** 

.adventure,  wherever,  an  image   is,   (meaning  for 

.worship)  there  is  no  religion  /'   and   that    "  wie 

^ought  rather  to  die  than  pollute  our  faith  willi 

,$uch  impieties,"  said  Origen\     "It  is  against  the 

law. of  nature,  it  b^ing  expressly  .forbidden  by  the 

.second  commandment/'   as  IjrenaQus  affirms,  Ter- 

tttllian,  Cyprian>  and  S.  Austin ;. and,  .therefore, 

is  it  not .  great  reason  w^  s^Quld  coiitepd  fbv  that 

faith   which   forbids  {^U   Y^qrsbip .  of  images,  and 

oppose  the  superstition  of  sifch  glides  who  !do 

teach  ^ei?  people  to   give. them   yeperation,  to 

4 

^preyaT|pate  the  moral  law^  an4  th^  very  l$tw  of 
nature^  an4  ^  ^^^^  whicji  whosoever  does,;  has  no 
jreligioij.     We  know  idolatry, i^  a  4a9WiaUe  aiii^ 

s  yb.2«  cap.de  Origin.  Ecror»    .  -^.Ltb*  T^xx^ntraCelsum. 
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and  tre  also  know^  that  the  Roman  church,  with 
all  tii6  artifices  she  could  uBe»  never  can  justify  her- 
self, or  acquit  the  common  practices  from  idolatry.; 
Imd  yet,  if  it  were  but  suspicious  that  it  is  idolatry, 
it  were  enough  to  awaken  us :  for  GU)d  is  a  jealous 
God^  and  will  not  endure  any  such  causes  of  sus- 
pidoiv  and  motives  of  jealousy.  I  instance  but 
once  more. 

;  The  primitive  church  did  excommunicate  them 
iiiat  did  not  receive  the  holy  sacrament  in  both 
-kinds ^  and  S.  Ambrose  says,  that  ''he  who  receives 
the  mystery,  otherways  than  Christ  appointed,  (that 
is^  but  in  one  kind,  wh^i  he  hath  appointed  it  in 
two)  is  unworthy  of  the  Lord,  and  he  cannot  have 
jievotion.*^  Now  this  thing  we  ought  not  to  suffer, 
that  our  people,  by  so  d(»ng,  ishould  remain  un- 
worthy of  the  Lord,  and  for  ever  be  indevout,  or 
cozened  with  a  fhlse  show  of  devotion,  or  fall  by 
following  evil  guides  into  the  sentence  of  excom- 
munication^  These  matters  are  not  trifling,  and 
when  we  see  these  errors  frequently  taught  and 
owned  as  the  only  trtae  religion,  and  yet  are  su<^ 
evikii  which  the  &thers  say  are  the  way  of  dam- 
nation ;  we  have  reason  to  hope,  that  all  wise  knd 
Ifood  mett,  lovers  of  souls,  will  confess  that  we 
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ife  ividlin  tiie  cirdes  of  our  duty,  when  we  teach 
Dtur  people  to  decline  the  crooked  ways,  luid  ta 
walk  in  the  ways  of  Scripture  and  Christianity. 

But,  we  have  observed,  amongst  the  generality 
of  the  Irish,  such  a  declension  of  Christianity,  so 
great  credulity  to  believe  every  superstitious  story, 
such  confidence  in  vanity,  such  groundless  perti^^ 
nacity,  such  vicious  lives,  so  little  sense  of  true 
religion  and  the  fear  of  God,  so  much  care  to 
obey  the  priests,  and  so  little  to  obey  God ;  suck 
intolerable  ignonmce,  such  fond  oaths  and  manners 
of  swearing,  thinking  themselves  more  obliged  by 

■  * 

•wearing  on  the  mass-book,  than  the  ibur  gospels, 
and  S,  Patrick's  mass-book  more  than  any  new 
one;  swearing  by  their  father's  soul,  by  their 
•gossip's  hand,  by  other  things  which  are  the  pro- 
duct of  those  many  tales  are  told  them ;  their 
liot  knowing  upon  what  account  they  refuse  to  come 
to  church,  but  now  they  are  old  and  never  did,  or 
tlieir  countrymen  do  not,  or  their  Withers  or  grand- 
&thers  never  did,  or  that  their  ancestors  were  priests, 
lUQul  they  will  not  alter  from  their  religion ;  and  after 
idlv  cxa  give  no  account  of  their  religion,  what  it 
is:  oiily>  they  believe  as  their  priest  bids  them, 
wad  go  to  mass,  which  they  understand  not,  and 
ndkob  their  beads,  to  tell  the  number  and  the 
tale  of  their  prayers,  and  abstain  from  eggs  and 
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flesh  m  Lent,  and  visit  St.  Patrick's  wefll,  and  leave 
pins  and  ribands,  yam,  or  thread,  in  their  holy 
wells,  and  pray  to  God,  St.  Mary  and  St.  Patrick, 
St.  Columbanus,  and  St.  Bridget,  and  desire  to 
be  buried  with  St.  Francis's  cord  about  them,  and 
to  fast  on  Saturdays  in  honour  of  our  lady«  These 
and  so  many  other  things  of  like  nature,  we  see 
daily,  that  we,  being  conscious  of  the  infinite  dis-* 
tance,  which  these  things  have  from  the  spirit  of 
^Christianity,  know  that  no. charity  can  be  greater 
than  to  persuade  the  people  to  come  to  our  churches^ 
w^here  they  shall  be  "taught  all  the  ways  of  godly 
wisdom,  of  peace  and  safety  to  their  souls :  whereas 
now  there  are  many  of  them  that  know  not  how 
lo  say  their  prayers,  but  mutter,  like  pies  and  par* 
Tots,  words  which  they  are  taught,  but  they  do 
not  pretend  to  understand.  , 

But  I  shall  give  one  particular  instance  of  their 
misierable  superstition  and  blindness. 

I  was  lately*  within  a  few  months,  very  much 
.troubled  with  petitions  and  earnest  requests  for 
the  restoring  a  bell,  which  a  person  of  quality  had 
in  his  hands  in  the  time  of,  and  ever  since,  the 
late  rebellion.  I  could  not  guesis  at  the  reasons  of 
their  so  great  and  violent  importunity,  but  told  the 
petitioners,  if  they  could  prpve  that  bell  to  be  theirs, 
the  gentleman  was  willing  to  pay .  the,  fuU  value  of 
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it;  though  he  had  no  obligation  to  do  so,  that  I 
know  of,  but  charity:  but  this  was  so  hx  from 
satisfying  them,  that  still  the  importunity  increased,, 
which  made  me  diligently  to  inquire  into  the  secret 
of  it.     The  .first  cause  I  found  was,  that  a  dyings 
person  in  the  parish  desired  to  have  it  rung  before 
him  to  church,  and  pretended  he  could  not  die  in 
peace  if  it  were  denied  him ;  and  that  the  keeping 
of  that  bell  did  anciently  belong  to  that  family,, 
from  father  to  son :  but  because  this  seemed  nothing 
but   a   fond  and  an   unreasonable  superstition,   I 
inquired  further,  and  at  last  found,  that  they  he^ 
\ieve4  this  bell  came  from  heaven,  and  that  it  ifsed 
to  be  carried  from  place  to  place,  and  to  end  con* . 
troversies  by  oath,  which  the  worst  men  durst  not 
violate  if  they  swore  upon  that  bell,  and  the  best 
men  amongst  them  durst  not  but  believe  him ;  •  that 
if  this  bell  waS  rung  before  the  corpse  to  the  grave,, 
it  would  help  him  out  of  purgatory ;  and  that,  there- 
fore, when  any  one  died,  the  friends  of  the  deceased 
did,  whilst  the  bell  was  in  their  possession,  hire  it 
for  the  behoof  of  their  dead,  and  that,  by  this  means,, 
that  fiimily  was  in  part  maintained.    I  was  troubled 
to  s^e  under  what  spirit  of  delusion  those  poorsoulsi 
do  lie,  how  infinitely  their  credulity  is  abused,  how 
eertaiuly  they  believe  in  trifles,  and  perfectly  rely 
on  vanity,  and  ,how  little  they  regard  the  truths  of 
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God,  and  how  not  at  ail  they  drink  of  the  waters  of 
salTatioo,  For  the  numerous  comjumiea  of  priests 
and  Aiars  amongst  them  take  care  they  shall  know 
nothing  of  religion,  but  what  they  design  for  ihem ; 
they  use  all  means  to  keep  them  to  the  ase  of  the 
Irish  tongue,  lest,  if  they  learn  English,  they  might 
be  supplied  widi  persons  fitter  to  instruct  them ; 
the  people  are  taught  to  make  that  sdso  their  excuse 
for  not  coming  to  our  churches,  to  hear  our  advices, 
or  converse  with  us  in  religious  interoourses,  be- 
cause they  understand  us  not,  and  they  will  not 
understand  us,  neither  will  they  learn  that  they  may 
understand  and  live.  And  this  and  mcmy  other 
evils  are  made  greater  and  more  irremediable  by 
tlie  affrigfatment  which  their  priests  put  upon  them 
by  die  issues  of  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction,  by  which 
(they  now  exercising  it  too  publicly)  they  give 
them  laws,  not  only  for  religion,  but  even  for  tem*> 
poral  things,  and  turn  their  proselytes  from^  die 
mass,  if  they  become  farmers  of  the  tidies  fixmi  the 
minister  or  proprietary,  without  their  leave.  I 
speak  that  which  I  know  to  be  true,  by  their  own 
confession,  and  unconstrained  and  uninvited  nana- 
tives ;  so  diat  as  it  is  certain  that  the  Roman  reli* 
gion,  as  it  stands  in  distinction  and  separation  firom 
us,  is  a  body  of  strange  propositions,  having  but 
little  relish  of  true  primitive  Mid  pure  Christianity, 
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(as  will  be  made  manifest,  if  the  importunity  of  our 
adversariea  ej^tort  it);  ao  it  is  here  amongst  ua  a 
faction,  and  a  state  party,  and  design  to  recover 
their  old  laws  and  barbarous  manner  of  living,  a 
device  to  enable  them  to  dwell  alone,  and  to  be 
'  populus  unius  labii^'  '  a  people  of  one  language*' 
and  unmingled  with  others.  And  if  thia  be  religion, 
it  is  such  a  one  as  ought  to  be  reproved  by  all  the 
severities  of  reason  and  rdigion,  lest  the  people 
perish,  and  their  souls  be  cheaply  given  away  to 
them  that  make  merchandise  of  souls,  who  were  the 
pixrchase  and  price  of  Christ's  blood. 

Having  given  this  sad  account^  why  it  «was 
necessary  that  my  lords  the  bishops  should  take 
caxe  to  do  what  they  have  done  in  this  affair,  and 
why  I  did  consent  to  be  engaged  in  this  contro*- 
veray,  otherwise  than  I  love  to  be;  and sinceit is 
not  a  love  of  trouble  and  contention^  but  charity  to 
the  souls  oi  tlie  poor  deluded  Irish  2  there  is  nothing 
remaining,  but  that  we  humbly  desire  of  God  to 
accept  and  to  bless  this  well*meanrlabour  of  love, 
and  that,  by  some  admirable  ways  of  his  providence, 
he  will  be  pleased  to  convey  to  them  the  notices  of 
their  danger,  and  their  sin,  and  to  deobstruct  the 
passages  of  necessary  truth  to  them ;  for  we  know 
the  arts  of  their  guides,  and  that  it  will  be  very 
hard  that  the  notice  of  these  things  shall  ever  be 
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suffered  to  arrive  to  the  common  people,  but  that 
which  hinders,  will  hinder,  until  it  be  taken  away : 
however,  we  believe  and  hope  in  God  for  remedy. 

For  although  Edom  would  not  let  his  brother 
Israel  pass  into  his  country,  and  the  Philistines 
would  stop  the  patriarch's  wells,  and  the  wicked 
jdiepherds  of  Midian  would  drive  their  neighbours* 
flocks  from  the  watering  troughs,  and  the  emissaries 
of  Rome  use  all  arts  to  keep  the  people  from  the 
use  of  Scriptures,  the  wells  of  salvation,  and  from 
^entertaining  the  notices  of  such  things  which,  from 
the  Scriptures,  we  teach ;  yet  as  God  found  out  a 
•remedy  for  those  of  old,  so  he  will  also  for  the  poor 
misled  people  of  Ireland ;  and  will  take  away  the 
evil  minds,  or  the  opportunities  of  the  adversaries 
hindering  the  people  from  instruction,  and  make 

« 

way  that  the  truths  we  have  here  taught,  may 
approach  to  their  ears,  and  s^ik  into  their  hearts^ 
and  make  them  wise  unto  salvation.    Amen. 
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THE  INTRODUCTION. 

^Thb  questions  of  dtfTerence  between  our  churches  and  the 
church  of  Rome,  have  been  so  often  disputed;  and  the 
eiidences  on  both  sides  so  often  produced,  that  to  those, 
who  are  strangers  to  the  present  constitution  of  affairs,  it 
may  seem  very  unnecessary'  to  say  them  over  again :  and  yet 
it  will  seem  almost  impossible  to  produce  any  new  matter ;  or 
if  we  couldy  it  will  not  be  probable,  that  what  can  be  newly 
alleged,  can  prevail  more  than  all  that,  which  already  hath 
been  so  often  urged  in  these  questions.  But  we  are  not 
deterred  from  doing  our  dilkty  by  any  such  considerations ;  as 
knowing,  that  the  same  medicaments  are,  with  success,  api 
plied  to  a  retiu'ning  or  an  abiding  ulcer;  and  the  preachers 
of  God's  word  must  for  ever  be  ready  to  put  the  people  in 
mind  of  such  things,  which  they  already  have  heard,  and,  by 
the  same  Scriptures,  and  the  same  reasons,  endeavour  to 
destroy  their  sin,  or  prevent  their  danger ;  and,  by  the  same 
word  of  God,  to  extirpate  those  errors,  which  have  had 
opportunity,  in  the  time  of  our  late  disorders,  to  spring  up 
and  grow  stronger,  not  when  the*  keepers  of  the  field  slept, 
but  when  they  were  wounded,  and  their  hands  cut  off,  and 
their  mouths  stopped,  lest  they  should  continue  or  proceed  to 
do  the  work  of  God  thoroughly. 
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A  Cttle  warm  sun,  and  some  indulgent  showers  of  a 
softer  rain,  have  made  many  weeds  of  erroneous  doctrine  to 
take  root  greatly,  and  to  spreiad  themselves  widely :  and  the 
bigots  of  the  Roman  church,  by  their  late  importune  boldness 
and  indiscreet  forwardness  in  making  proselytes,  have  but 
too  manifestly  declared  to  all  the  world,  that  if  they  were 
'  rerum  potid,'  '  masters  of  our  affairs,'  they  would  suffer 
nothing  to  grow  but  their  own  colocynths  and  gourds.  And 
although  the  natural  remedy  for  this  were  to  take  away  that 
impunity,  upon  the  account  of  which  alone  they  do  increase ; 
yet  because  we  shall  never  be  authors  of  such  counsels,  but 
confidently  rely  upon  God,  the  holy  Scriptures,  right  reason, 
and  the  most  venerable  and  prime  antiquity,  which  are  the 
proper  defensatives  of  truth  for  its  support  and  maintenance ; 
yet  we  must  not  conceal  from  the  people  committed  to  our 
charges,  the  great  evils,  to  which  they  are  tempted  by  the 
Roman  emissaries,  that  while  the  king  and  the  parliament 
take  care  to  secure  all  the  public  interests  by  instruments  of 
their  own,  we  also  may,  by  the  word  of  our  proper  ministry, 
endeavour  to  stop  the  progressi<Mi  of  such  errors,  which  we 
know  to  be  destructive  of  Christian  religion,  and,  conse* 
quently,  dangerous  to  the  interest  of  souls. 

In  this  procedure,  although  we  shall  say  soma  thinga, 
which  have  not  been  always  placed  before  their  eyes,  and 
others  we  shall  represent  with  a  fitness  to  their  present 
necessities,  and  all  with  charity  too,  and  zeal  for  their  souls, 
yet  if  we  were  to  say  nothing,  but  what  hath  been  often  said 
already,  we  are  still  doing  the  work  of  God,  and  repeating 
his  voice,  and  by  the  same  remedies  curing  the  same  diseases, 
and  we  only  wait  for  the  blessing  of  God  prospoing  that 
importunity  which  is  our  duty :  according  to  the  advice  of 
Solomon,  *'  In  the  morning  sow  thy  seed,  and  in  the  evening 
withhold  not  thy  hand ;  for  thou  knoweet  not  whether  shall 
prosper,  either  this  or  that,  or  whether  th^  both  shall  be 
alike  good  ^" 

•  Ee€let.xi.d. 
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CHAPTER  I. 

The  Doctrine  of  the   Roman   Church,    in   the   controverted 
Articles,  is  neither  catholic,  apostolic,  nor  primitive. 

SECTION  I. 

It  was  tiie  challenge  of  St.  Austin  to  the  Donatists  \  who 
(as  Uie  chtirch  of  Rome  does  at  this  day)  enclosed  the 
Cafiiolic  church  within  their  own  circuits:  ''  Ye  say  that 
Christ  is  heir  of  no  lands,  but  where  Donatus  is  coheir; 
Read  this  to  us  out  of  the  law  and  the  prophets,  out  of  the 
Psalms,  out  of  the  Gospel  itself,  or  out  of  the  letters  of  the 
apostles :  read  it  thence  and  we  beliere  it :" — ^plainly  directing 
us  to  the  fountains  of  our  faith,  the  Old  and  New  Testament, 
the  words  of  Christ,  and  the  words  of  the  apostles.  For 
nothing  else  can  be  the  fountain  of  our  faith :  whatsoeyer 
came  in  after  these, ''  foris  est,''  it  belongs  not  unto  Christ  ^ 

To  these  we  also  add,  not  as  authors  or  finishers,  but  as 
helpers  of  our  faith,  and  heirs  of  the  doctrine  apostolical,  the 
sentiments  and  catholic  doctrine  of  the  church  of  Qod,  in  the 
ages  next  after  the  apostles.  Not  that  we  think  them  or 
ourseWes  bound  to  every  private  opinion,  even  of  a  primitive 
bishop  and  martyr;  but  that  we  all  acknowledge  that  the 
whole  church  of  God  kept  the  faith  entire,  and  transmitted 
faitbfally  to  the  after-ages  the  whole  faith,  rirov  ftia^^, 
'*  the  form  of  doc^ne,  and  sound  wordsy  which  was  at  first 
delivered  to  the  saints,"  and  was  defective  in  nothing  that 
belonged  unto  salvation ;  and  we  believe  that  those  ages  sent 
miUions  of  saints  to  the  bosom  of  Christ,  and  sealed  the  true 
faith  with  their  lives  and  with  their  deaths,  and  by  both 
gave  testimony  unto  Jesus,  and  had  from  him  the  testimony 
of  his  Spirit. 

And  this  method  of  procedure  we  now  choose^  not  only 
became  to  them  that  know  well  how  to  use  it,  to  the  sober 
and  moderate,  the  peaceable  and  the  wise,  it  is  the  best,  the 

*  Dc  Unit.  Ecdci.  c.  6. 

^  Ecclesfa  ex  tacris  et  canonicis  Scriptnris  ostendenda  est ;  queqae  ex 
iltii  (Mtendl  son  potest,  e^clesia  non  eAt  S.  Ang.  de  Unit.  Eccle.  c.  4.  et 
c.  S.    Ibi  ^iHHriilNis  eoeMasi,  iti  deSersaSiSi  causam  so«traiiK 
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most  certaiiiy  visible  and  tangible,  most  humble  and  satisfao* 
tory;  but  also  because  the  church  of  Rome  does,  with 
greatest  noises,  pretend  her  conformity  to  antiquity.  Indeed 
the  present  Roman  doctrines,  which  are  in  difference^  were 
invisil^Ie  and  unheard  of  in  the  first  and  best  antiquity,  and 
with  how  ill  success  their  quotations  are  out  of  the  fathers  of 
the  three  first  ages,  every  inquiring  man  may  easily  discern. 
But  the  noises,  therefore,  which  they  make,  are  firom  the 
writings  of  the  succeeding  ages ;  where  secular  interest  did 
more  prevail,  and  the  writings  of  the  fathers  were  vast  and 
voluminous,  full  of  controversy  and  ambiguous  senses,  fitted 
to  their  own  times  and  questions,  full  of  proper  opinions,  and 
such  variety  of  sayings,  that  both  sides,  eternally  and  incon- 
futfibly,  shall  bring  sayings  for  themselves  respectively* 
Now  although  things  being  thus,  it  will  be  impossible  for 
them  to  conclude  from  the  sayings  of  a  number  of  fathers^ 
that  their  doctrine,  which  they  would  prove  thence,  was  the 
catholic  doctrine  of  the  church ;  because  any  number  that  is 
less  than  all,  does  not  prove  a  catholic  consent:  yet  the 
clear  sayings  of  ojie  or  two  of  these  fathers,  truly  alleged  by 
us  to  the  contrary,  will  certainly  prove  that  what  many  of 
th^m  (suppose  it)  do  affirm,  and  which  but  two  or  three  as 
good  catholics  as  the  other  do  iieny,  was  not  then  matter  of 
faith,  or  a  doctrine  of  the  church ;  for  if  it  had,  these  had 
been  accounted  heretics,  and  not  have  remained  in  the  com- 
munion of  the  church.  But  although  for  the  reasonableness 
of  the  thing,  we  have  thought  fit  to  take  notice  of  it;  yet  we 
shall  have  no  need  to  make  use  of  ity  since,  not  only  in  the 
prime  and  purest  antiquity,  we  are  indubitably  more  than 
conquerors,  but  even  in  the  succeeding  ages,  we  have  the 
advantage  both  '  numero,  pondere,  et  mensur&,'  '  in  number, 
weight,  ^nd  measure/ 

We  do  easily  acknowledge,  that  to  dispute  these  ques- 
tions from  the  sayiugs  of  the  fathers,  is  not  the  readiest  way' 
to  mak^  an  end  of  them ;  but,  therefore,  we  do  wholly  rely 
iipon  Scriptures,  as  the  foundation  and  final  resort  of  sdl  ou£ 
persuasions,  and  from  thence  can  never  bp  confuted ;  but  we- 
also  admit  the  fathers  as  admirable  helps  for  the  under- 
standing of  the  Scriptures,  and  as  good  testimony  of  the 
doctrine  delivered  from  their  forefathers  down  to  them,  of 
what  the  phurch  .esteemed  the  w^y  of  salvation :  and^ttierei 
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fore,  if  we  find  any  doctrine  now  taught,  which  wa»  not 
placed  in  their  way  of  salvation,  we  reject  it  as  being  no  part 
of  the  Christian  faith,  and  which  ought  not  to  be  imposed 
upon  consciences.  They  were  '*  wise  unto  salvation,"  and 
•*  fully  instructed  to  every  good  work  ;'*  and,  therefore,  the 
faith,  which  they  professed  and  derived  from  Scripture,  wc 
profess  also ;  and  in  the  same  faith,  we  hope  to  be  saved  even 
as  they.  But  for  the  new  doctors,  we  understand  them  not, 
we  know  them  not :  our  faith  is  the  same  from  the  begin- 
ning, and  cannot  become  new. 

But  because  we  shall  make  it  to  appear,  that  they  do 
greatly  innovate  in  all  their  points  of  controversy  with  us^ 
and  show  nothing  but  shadows  instead  of  substances,  and 
little  images  of  things  instead  of  solid  arguments;  we  shall 
take  from  them  their  armour  in  which  they  trusted,  and 
choose  this  sword  of  Qoliah  to  combat  their  errors  j  for 
"  non  est  alter  talis ;"  it  is  not  easy  to  find  a  better  than  the 
word  of  God,  expounded  by  the  prime  and  best  antiquity. 

The  first  thing,  therefore,  we  are  to  advertise  is,  that  the 
emissaries  of  the  Roman  church  endeavour  to  persuade  the 
good  people  of  our  dioceses,  from  a  religion  diat  is  truly 
primitive  and  apostolic,  and  divert  them  to  propositions  of 
their  own,  new  and  unheard  of  in  the  first  ages  of  the 
Christian  church. 

For  the  religion  of  our  church  is,  therefore,  certainly 
primitive  and  apostolic,  because  it  teaches  us  to  believe  the 
whole  Scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament,  and  nothing 
else,  as  matter  of  faith;  and,  therefore,  unless  there  can  be 
new  Scriptures,  we  can  have  no  new  matters  of  belief,  no 
new  articles  of  faith.  Whatsoever  we  cannot  prove  from' 
thence,  we  disclaim  it,  as  not  deriving  from  the  fountains  of 
our  Saviour.  We  also  do  believe  the  apostles'  creeds  the 
Nicene,  with  the  additions  of  Constantinople,  and  that  which 
is  commonly  called  the  symbol  of  St.  Athanasius :  and  the 
four  first  general  councils  are  so  entirely  admitted  by  us,  that 
they,  together  with  the  plain  words  of  Scripture,  are  made 
the  rule  and  measure  of  judging  heresies  amongst  us ;  and 
in  pursuance  of  these,  it  is  commanded  by  our  church,  that 
the  clergy  shall  n^ver  teach  any  thing  as  matter  of  ''  faith, 
religiously  to  be  observed,  but  that  which  is  agreeable  to  the 
Old  and  New  Testament,  and  collected  out  of  the  same 
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doctriM,  by  the  ancient  fathers  and  catholic  bishopa  of  the 
church  ^."  This  was,  undoubtedly,  the  faith  of  the  primitive 
church ;  they  admitted  all  into  their  communion  that  were  of 
this  faith ;  they  condemned  no  man,  that  did  not  condemn 
these ;  they  gave  letters  communicatory  by  no  other  cogni* 
zance,  and  all  were  brethren  who  spake  this  voice.  "  Hanc 
legem  sequentes,  Cbristianorum  catholicorum  nomen  jubemus 
amplecti;  reliquos  yer6  dementes,  vesanosque  judicantes 
hfsretici  dogmatis  infamiam  sustinere;"  said  the  emperors 
Gratian,  Yalentinian,  and  Theodosius,  in  their  proclamation 
to  the  people  of  Constantinople'.  All  that  believed  this 
doctrine,  were  Christians  and  catholics,  viz.  all  they  who 
believe  in  the  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost,  one  Divinity 
of  equal  Majesty  in  the  Holy  Trinity;  which,  indeed,  was 
the  sum  of  what  was  decreed  in  explication  of  the  apostles' 
creed  in  the  four  first  general  councils. 

And  what  faith  can  be  the  foundation  of  a  more  solid 
peace,  the  surer  ligaments  of  catholic  communion,  or  the 
firmer  basis  of  a  holy  life,  and  of  the  hopes  of  heaven  here- 
after, than  the  measures  which  the  holy  primitive  church  did 
hold,  and  we  after  them  ?  That  which  we  rely  upon,  is  the 
same  that  the  primitive  church  did  acknowledge  to  be  the 
adequate  foundation  of  their  hopes  in  the  matters  of  belief: 
the  way  which  they  thought  sufficient  to  go  to  heaven  in,  is 
the  way  which  we  walk :  what  they  did  not  teach,  we  do  not 
publish  and  impose ;  into  this  faith  entirely,  and  into  no 
other,  as  they  did  theirs,  so  we  baptize  our  catechumens: 
the  discriminations  of  heresy  from  catholic  doctrine  which 
they  used,  we  use  also,  and  we  use  no  other :  and  in  short, 
we  believe  all  that  doctrine  which  the  church  of  Rome 
believes,  except  those  things,  which  they  have  superinduced 
upon  the  old  religion,  and  in  which  we  shall  prove  that  they 
have  innovated.  So  that,  by  their  confession,  all  the  doctrine 
which  we  teach  the  people  as  matter  of  faith,  must  be  con- 
fessed to  be  ancient,  primitive,  and  apostolic,  or  else  theirs  is 
not  so :  for  ours  is  the  same,  and  we  both  have  received  thin 
fidth  from  the  fountains  of  Scripture  and  universal  tradition ; 
not  they  from  us,  or  we  from  them,  but  both  of  us  from 

<  Lib.  Cation,  disrip.  Eeclct.  Aiigl.  et  iDjauct  Regm.  EHt.  A.D.  I57t. 
Can.  4m  ConeioiMtonbiiA. 

4  Dat  S.  CaUn.  MarL  TbcMalonicus. 
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Christ  and  his  aposfles.  And,  therefore,  there  can  be  no 
question,  whether  the  faith  of  the  church  of  England  be 
apostolic  or  primitiye  ;  it  is  so,  confessedly :  but  the  question 
is  concerning  many  other  particulars,  which  were  unknown 
to  the  holy  doctors  of  the  first  ages,  which  were  no  part  of 
their  faith,  which  were  never  put  into  their  creeds,  which 
were  not  determined  in  any  of  the  four  first  general  councils, 
revered  in  all  Christendom,  and  entertained  every  where 
with  great  religion  and  veneration,  even  next  to  die  four 
Gospels  and  the  apostolical  writings. 

Of  this  sort,  because  the  church  of  Rome  hath  introduced 
many,  and  hath  adopted  them  into  their  late  creed,  and 
imposes  them  upon  the  people,  not  only  without,  but  against 
the  Scriptures  and  the  catholic  doctrine  of  the  church  of 
God,  laying  heavy  burdens  on  men's  consciences,  and  making 
the  narrow  way  to  heaven  yet  narrower  by  their  own  in- 
ventions; arrogating  to  themselves  a  dominion  over  our 
faith,  tod  prescribing  a  method  of  salvation,  which  Christ 
and  his  apostles  never  taught ;  corrupting  the  faith  Of  the 
church  of  God,  and  '*  teaching,  for  doctrines,  the  command*- 
ments  of  men  ;**  and  lastly,  having  derogated  from  the  pre- 
rogatives of  Christ,  who  alone  is  the  author  and  finisher  of 
our  faith,  and  hath  perfected  it  in  the  revelations  consigned 
in  the  holy  Scriptures ;  therefore  it  is,  that  we  esteem  our- 
selves obliged  to  warn  the  people  of  their  danger,  and  to 
depart  from  it,  and  call  upon  them  to  stand  upon  the  ways, 
and  ask  after  the  "  old  paths,'*  and  •'  walk  in  them  ;*'  lest 
they  partake  of  that  curse  which  is  threatened  by  God  to 
them,  •*  who  remove  the  ancient  land-marks,  which  our 
fathers  in  Christ  have  set  for  us." 

Now  that  the  church  of  Rome  cannot  pretend  that  all 
which  she  imposes,  is  primitive  and  apostolic,  appears  in  this ; 
that  in  the  church  of  Rome  there  is  pretence  mad6  to  a 
power,  not  only  of  declaring  new  articles  of  faith,  but  of 
making  new  symbols  or  creeds,  and  imposing  them  as  of 
necessity  to  salvation.  Which  thing  is  evident  fn  the  bull  of 
pope  Leo  X.  against  Martin  Luther,  in  which,  amongst^ 
other  things,  he  is  condemned  for  saying,  "  It  is  oertam, 
that  it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  church  or  pope  to  con- 
stitute articles  of  faith."    We  need  not  add  that  this  power 
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is  attributed  to  the  faishops  of  Rome  by  Tarrecremata  % 
Augostinus  Triumphus  de  Ancona^  Petrus  de  AncoranoS 
and  the  famous  abbot  of  Panormo^,  that  the  pope  cannot 
only  make  new  creeds,  but  new  articles  of  faith ;  that  he  can 
make  that  of  necessity  to  be  believed,  which  before  never 
was  necessary ;  that  he  is  the  measure  and  rule,  and  the  very 
notice  of  all  credibilities;  that  the  canon  law  is  the  Divine 
law ;  and  whatever  law  the  pope  promulges,  God,  whose 
vicar  he  is,  is  understood  to  be  the  promulger.  That  the 
souls  of  men  are  in  the  hands  of  the  pope ;  and  that  in  his 
arbitration  religion  doth  consist ;  which  are  the  very  words 
of  Hostiensis',  and  Ferdinandus  ab  Inciso*^,  who  were 
casuists  and  doctors  of  law,  of  great  authority  and  renown 
amongst  them.  The  thing  itself  is  not  of  dubious  disputation 
amongst  them,  but  actually  practised  in  the  gi-eatest  in- 
stances, as  is  to  be  seen  in  the  bull  of  Pius  IV.  at  the  end  of 
the  council  of  Trent ;  by  which  all  ecclesiastics  are  not  only 
bound  to  swear  to  all  the  articles  of  the  council  of  Trent^  for 
the  present  and  for  the  future,  but  they  are  put  into  a  new 
symbol  or  creed,  and  they  are  corroborated  by  the  same 
decretory  clauses  that  are  used  in  the  creed  of  Athanasius : 
That  *^  this  is  the  true  catholic  faith ;"  and  that  "  without 
this  no  man  can  be  saved.'' 

Now  since  it  cannot  be  imagined,  that  this  power,  to  which 
they  pretend,  should  never  have  been  reduced  to  act ;  and 
that  it  is  not  credible  they  should  publish  so  invidious  and 
ill-sounding  doctrine  to  no  purpose,  and  to  serve  no  end^ 
it  may,  without  further  evidence,  be  believed  by  all  discerning 
persons,  that  they  have  need  of  this  doctrine,  or  it  would  not 
have  been  taught ;  and  that  consequently  without  more  ado» 

*  Qsod  tit  metrnm  et  rcgnla,  ae  scientia  credendomin.  SomnMe  dm 
Ecclesia,  lib.  ii.  c.  90S* 

'  Novam  Symbolam  condere  solnm  ad  Papain  spectat,  qoia  est  capnC 
Mei  Christiane,  cojus  antoritate  omnia,  qon  ad  fidem  spectant,  fimantnr 
ct  roborantnr.  q.  59.  a.  1.  et  art.  2.  aicnt  potest  novnm  ayaBbolnm  condere^ 
ha  potest  dotos  articnlofl  lupra  alioa  mnltiplicare. 

ff  Papa  potettt  facere  novos  articolos  fidei,  id  eat,  qood  modo  credi  opor- 
teat,  cam  aic  prina  non  oporteret.    In  cap.  cam  Christoi  de  baeret.  d.  2. 
,  ^  Papa  potest  indacere  novam  articalom  fidci.    In  idem. 
.    >  Super  «.  Decret.  de  jarejor.  e.  nimia.  n.  1. 

^  Apnd  Petntro  Cietam,  t.  2.  institot.  per  cap.  69. 
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it  may  be  oonduded  that  some  of  their  articles  are  parts  of 
this  new  faith ;  and  that  they  can,  therefore,  in  no  sense  be 
apostoUcal,  unless  their  being  Roman  makes  them  so« 

To  this  may  be  added  another  consideration,  not  much 
less  material,  that  besides  what  Eckius  told  the  elector  of 
Bavaria,  that  the  doctrines  of  Luther  might  be  overthrown  by 
the  fathers,  though  not  by  Scripture ;  they  have  also  many 
gripes  of  conscience  concerning  the  fathers  themselves,  that 
they  are  not  right  on  their  side ;  and  of  this,  they  have  given 
but  too  much  demonstration  by  their  expurgatory  indices. 
The  serpent,  by  being  so  curious  a  defender  of  his  head, 
shows  where  his  danger  is,  and  by  what  he  can  most  readily 
be  destroyed.  But  besides  their  innumerable  corruptings  of 
the  fathers'  writings ;  their  thrusting  in  that  whith  was  spu- 
rious, and  like  Pharaoh,  killing  the  legitimate  sons  of  Israel '; 
though  in  this,  they  have  done  very  much  of  their  work,  and 
made  the  testimonies  of  the  fathers  to  be  a  record  infinitely 
worse,  than  of  themselves  uncorrupted,  they  would  have 
been  (of  which  divers  learned  persons  have  made  public 
complaint  and  demonstration) ;  they  have  at  last  fallen  to  a 
new  trade,  which  has  caused  more  disreputation  to  them, 
&an  they  have  gained  advantage,  and  they  have  virtually 
confessed,  that,  in  many  things,  the  fathers  are  against 
them. 

For  first,  the  king  of  Spain  gave  a  commission  to  the  in- 
quisitors to  purge  all  catholic  authors ;  but  with  this  clause, 
''  lique  ipsi  privatim,  nuUisque  consciis,  apud  se  indicem 
expurgatorium  habebunt,  quem  eundem  neque  aliis  commu- 
nicabunt,  neqoe  ejus  ezemplum  ulli  dabunt :"  ''  that  they 
diould  keep  the  expurgatory  index  privately,  neither  im- 
parting that  index,  nor  givihg  a  copy  of  it  to  any."^--3ut  it 
happened,  by  the  Divine  providence  so  ordering  it,  that  about 
thirteen  years  after,. a  copy  of  it  was  gotten  and  published 
by  Johannes  Pappus,  and  Franciscus  Junius;  and  since  it 
came  abroad  against  their  wills,  they  find  it  necessary  now 
to  own  it,  and  they  have  printed  it  themselves.    Now  by 

>  Johannes  Clemens  aliqnot  folia  Tlieodoreti  laceravit,  et  abjecit  in 
focom,  in  quibas  contra  transubstantionera  prs&clare  di&sernit.  Et  cam  non 
ita  pridcM  Origenem  excodernot,  totum  iliad  caput  sextnm  Jobannis  et 
quod  commentabatur  Origenes  omiserant,  et  mottlnm  edidenitit  librnra 
propter  esndcm  oauMSi. 
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IbeM  eipufgatory  tablM»  what  th«y  hare  don9  it  kiioim  to 
learned  men.    In  Si.  Chryaofttooi'a  worka  prihted  al  Btail, 
these  words, ''The  church  is  not  built  upon  the  man,  but 
mpon  the  faith,"  are  commanded  to  be  blotted  out :  and  these, 
**  There  is  no  merit,  but  what  is  given  us  by  Christ ;"  and 
yet  these  words  are  in  his  sermon  upon  Pentecost,  and  the 
former  words  are  in  his  first  homily  upon  that  of  St.  John, 
"  Ye  are  my  friends,"  &c.    The  Uke  they  have  done  to  him 
ufk  many  other  plaoea*  and  to  St  Ambrose,  and  to  St.  Aualin^ 
and  to  them  all"' ;  insomuch  that  Ludovicus  Saurius,  the  cor- 
rector of  the  presa  at  Lyons,  showed  and  complained  of  it  to 
Junius,  that  he  was  forced  to  eancellate  or  blot  out  many 
sayings  of  St.  Ambrose,  in  that  edition  of  his  works,  whieh 
was  printed  at  Lyons,  1569.    So  that  what  they  say  on  oc- 
casion of  Bertram's  book,  ^*  — In  the  old  cath<^c  writers  we 
aafier  very  many  errors,  and  extenoate  and  excuse  them ;  and 
finding  out  some  conunentary,  we  feign  some  convenient 
sense  when  they  are  opposed  in  diapatatioiBs" — they  do 
indeed  practise,  but  esteem  it  not  sufficient ;  for  the  words 
which  make  against  them,  they  wholly  leave  out  of  their 
editions.    Nay,  they  correct  the  very  tables  or  indices  made 
by  the  printers  or  cocrectors ;  insomuch,  that  oat  of  one  of 
Froben's  indices  they  have  commanded  these  words  to  be 
blotted,  "  The  use  of  images  forbidden :" — "  The  eucharist 
n^  sacrifice,  but  the  memory  of  a  sacrifice  :"—»•''  Works,  al- 
t)iough  tUey  do  not  justify,  yet  are  necessary  to  salvation" — 
**  Ma^iage  is  granted  to  aU  that  oaimQt  oontsip*'— '^  Venial 
sips  damn'" — '*  The  dead  saints*  after  this  Me^  canoiot  help 
tts :"  nay,  o«t  of  the  indej^  of  St.  Austia's  woiks  by  Claudhn 
Chevallonii^  at  Paris,  1631,  thepe  is  a  very  Strang  deleatar ; 
J}eh,  '^  Solus  Deua  adorandus/'  **  that  Qpd  abne  is  to  be 
wonshipped,'*  is  commanded  to  be  blotted  out,  as  being  a 
dangerous  doctrine*.    These  instances  may  serve  instead  of 
multitudes^  which  might  be  brought,  of  their  corrupting  the 
witnesses,  and  razing  the  records  of  antiqaity,  that  the  emois 
and  novelties  of  the  church  of  Rome  might  not  be  sa  easily 
reproved.    Now  if  the  fathers  were  not  against  them,  what 

« 

B  SuctiM  Senenali  cpist.  dedicat  ad  Pium  Qnis..  las^at  P6iiiificaai  is 
hnc  verba:  expnrgari  et  emacolari  cor^i  omoiwn  CalboUtttmai  Sorifi* 
foranit  ac  pntcipue  veteram  palnun,  scripts. 

>  Index  ezporgator.  Madrii.  1612,  in  indice  libror,  eipoifaUiu.pb  S94 
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need  tibeiie  Aite?  Why  •hoiiM  Aey  me  tbem  tbm)  Their 
own  expurgatory  indices  are  infinite  testimony  against  them, 
both  that  they  do  so  and  that  they  need  it. 

But  besides  these  things,  we  have  thought  it  fit  to  repre- 
senty  in  one  aspect^some  of  their  chief  doctrines  of  difference 
frotux  the  church  of  England,  and  make  it  evident,  that  they 
are  indeed  new,  and  brought  into  the  church,  first  by  way  of 
opinion^  and  afterwards  by  power,  and  at  test,  by  their  own 
authority,  decreed  into  tews  and  articles. 


SECTION  11. 

First,  we  allege  that  'this  rery  power  of  making  new 
articles  is  a  novelty,  and  expressly  against  the  doctrine  of  the* 
piiniitive  church ;  and  we  prore.  it,  first,  by  the  words  of  the 
apostle,  saying,  **  If  we,  or  an  angel  fVom  heaven,  shall 
preach. unto  you  any  other  Gospel,"  (viz.  in  whole  or  in  part,' 
for  there  is  the  same  reason  of  them  both)  **  than  that  which' 
we  have  preached,  let  him  be  anathema*^:"  and  secondly,  by 
the  sentence  of  the  fathers'*  in  the  third  general  eovncil,  that' 
at  EphesQS  :  '^  That  it  should  not  be  tewfid  for  any  man  to 
publish  or  oonipose  another  fatdi  or  creed  than  tlmt  which 
was  defined  by  the  Nicene  council :  and  that  whosoever  shall 
dare  to  compose  or  offer  any  anch  to  aayy  persons  witUng  to 
be  converted  from  Paganism,  Judaism,  or  heresy,  if  they 
were  bishops  or  clerks,  they  should  be  dej)6sed ;  if  laymen, 
they  should  be  accursed.''  And  yet  in  the  church  of  Rome, 
faith  and  Christianity  increase,  like  tiie  moon;  Bromyard 
complained  of  it  long  since,  and  the  mischief  increases  daily. 
They  have  now  a  new  article  of  faith,  ready  for  the  stamp, 
which  may  very  shortly  become  necessary  to  salvation ;  we 
mean,  that  of  the  immaculate  conception  of  the  blessed  Virgin 
Mary*  Whether  the  pope  be  above  a  cbuneil  or  no;  we 
are  not  sure,,  iit'hether  it  be  an  article  of  faith  amongst  them 
or  not:  it  is  very  near  one  if  it  be  not;  Bellarfldbe  would ^ 
fain  have  us  believe,  that  the  council  of  Constance  approving 
the  ball  of  pope  Martin  V.  declared  for  the  pope's  supre- 
macy.   But  John  Gerson,  who  was  at  the  council*,  says^* 

*  Gsl.  i.e.        ^  Part  ii.  act.  S. «.  7.        •  Ds  VWctit  EbolM«  Ctfndl.  U. 
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tbat  the  council  did  tbate  those  heightSi  to  which  flatteiy 
had  adraoced  the  pope ;  and  that  before  that  coancil,  they 
spoke  such  great  things  of  the  pope,  which  afterwards  mo- 
derate  men  durst  not  speak ;  but  yet  some  others  spake  them 
so  confidently  before  it,  that  he  that  should  then  have  spoken 
to  the  contrary,  would  hardly  have  escaped  the  note  of  he- 
resy: and  that  these  men  continued  the  same  pretensions 
OTen  after  the  council.  But  the  council  of  Basil  decreed 
for  the  council  against  the  pope ;  and  the  council  of  Lateraa 
under  Leo  X.  decreed  for  the  pope  against  the  council.  So 
that  it  is  Cross  and  Pile ;  and  whether  for  a  penny,  when  it 
can  be  done ;  it  is  now  a  known  case,  it  shall  become  an 
article  of  faith.  But  for  the  present  it  is  a  probationary 
article,  and  according  to  Bellarmine's'  expression  is  *'  fer^ 
de  fide/'  '^  it  is  almost  an  article  of  faith ;"  they  want  a  little 
age,  and  then  they  may  go  alone.  But  the  council  of  Trent^ 
hath  produced  a  strange  new  article;  but  it  is  ''sine  con- 
troyersi&  credendum/'  it  must  be  belieyed,  and  must  not  be 
controverted :  that  ^*  although  the  ancient  fathers  did  give 
the  communion  to  infants,  yet  they  did  not  believe  it  ne- 
cessary to  salvation/'  Now  this  being  a  matter  of  fact, 
whether  they  did  or  did  not  believe  it,  every  man  that  reads 
their  writings,  can  be  able  to  inform  himself:  and  besides 
that  it  is  strange  that  this  should  be  determined  by  a  council, 
and  determined  against  evident  truth  (it  being  notorious, 
Aat  divers  of  the  fathers  did  ^ay  it  is  necessary  to  salvation) ; 
the  decree  itself  is  beyond  dl  bounds  of  modesty,  and  a 
strange  pretension  of  empire  over  the  Christian  belief.  But 
we  proceed  to  other  instances. 


SECTION  III. 

The  Roman  doctrine  of  indulgences  was  the  first  occa- 
sion of  the  great  change  and  reformation  of  the  western 
churches  began  by  the  preachings  of  Martin  Luther,  and 
others ;  and  besides  that  it  grew  to  that  intolerable  abuse, 
that  it  became  a  shame  to  itself,  and  a  reproach  to  Christen- 
dom, it  was  also  so  very  an  innovation,  that  thar  great 

.  *  JH  ConcU.  Astor.  lib.  U.  c.  17.  Sect  i.  •  6cm.  Si..e.  4. 
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Antoninus* confesse&i  that  ''concerning  them  we  have  no- 
thing expressly,  either  in  the  Scriptures^  or  in  the  sayings 
of  the  ancient  doctors  :'*  and  the  same  is  affirmed  by  Syl* 
vester  Prierias^  Bishop  Fisher,  of  Rochester,  says,  that,  in 
the  beginning  of  the  church,  there  was  no  use  of  indulgences; 
and  that  they  began,  after  the  people  were  awhile  affrighted 
with  the  torments  of  purgatory ;  and  many  of  the  schoolmen 
confess,  that  the  use  of  indulgences  began  in  the  time  of 
pope  Alexander  III.  towards  the  end  of  the  twelfth  century : 
but  Agrippa  imputes  the  beginning  of  them  to  Boniface  VIIL 
who  lived  in  the  reign  of  King  Edward  I.  of  England;  one 
thousand  three  hundred  years  after  Christ.  But  that,  in  his 
time,  the  first  jubilee  was  kept,  we  are  assured  by  Crantzius. 
This  pope^  lived  and  died  with  great  in&my,  and  therefore 
was  not  likely  from  himself  to  transfer  much  honour  and 
reputation  to  the  new  institution.  But  that  about  this  time 
indulgences  began,  is  more  than  probable ;  much  before,  it  is 
certain  they  were  not.  For,  in  the  whole  canon-law  written 
by  Gtatian,  and  in  the  Sentences  of  Peter  Lombard,  there  in 
nothing  spoken  of  indiilgences.  Now  because  they  lived  in 
the  time  of  pope  Alexander  III.,  if  he  had  introduced  them, 
and  much  rather  if  they  had  been  as  ancient  as  St.  Gregory 
(as  some  vainly  and  weakly  pretend,  from  no  greater  autho- 
rity than  their  own  legends),  it  is  probable  that  these  great 
men,  writing  bodies  of  divinity  and  law,  would  have  made 
mention  of  so  considerable  a  point,  and  so  great  a  part  of 
the  Roman  religion,  as  things  are  now  ordered.  If  they  had 
been  doctrines  of  the  church  then,  as  they  are  now,  it  ia 
certain  they  must  have  come  under  their  cognizance  and 
discourses. 

Now  lest  the  Roman  emissaries  should  deceive  any  of  the 
good  sons  of  the  church,  we  think  fit  to  acquaint  them,  that» 
in  the  primitive  church^,  when  tl^e  bishops  imposed  severe 
penances,  and  that  they  were  almost  quite  performed,  and  a 
great  cause  of  pity  intervened,  or  danger  of  death,  or  in 

*  Part  i.  Sum.  tit.  ]0«  c.  3.  ^  lo  art.  18.  Lnther. 

«  '  lotravit  nt  volpes,  regnavit  ut  leo,  moriebatar  ut  caiiU»'  de  eo  sftpiut 
diGtam. 

^  Tertnt.  i.  ad  Martyr,  c.  1.  S.  Cyprian,  lib.  iii.  ep.  15*  apnd  Paroeliam  11. 
ConcU.  Niccn.  l.  rao.  it.  Concil.  Ancir.  c.  5.  Concil.  Laod.  c,  2.  S.  Baiil. 
in  Ep.  canonicis  habentttr  in  Nomocanooe  Photii^  can.  7S. 
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exceHent  repentance,  or  that  the  martyrs  interoededi  tlie 
bishop  did  sometimes  indulge  the  penitent,  and  relax  some 
of  the  remaining  parts  of  his  penance ;  and,  according  to  the 
example  of  St.  Paul,  in  the  case  of  the  incestuous  Corinthian, 
gave  them  ease,  lest  tliey  should  be  swallowed  up  with  too 
much  sorrow.  But  the  Roman  doctrine  of  indulgences  is 
wholly  another  thing ;  nothing  of  it  but  the  abused  name 
remains.  For  in  the  church  of  Rome  they  now  pretend,  that 
there  is  an  infinite  of  degrees  of  Christ's  merits  and  satis- 
faction beyond  what  is  necessary  for  the  salvation  of  his 
tfenrants  :  and  (for  fear  Christ  should  not  have  enough)  the 
saints  have  a  surplusage  of  merits*,  or  at  least  of  satisfactions, — 
more  than  they  can  spend,  or  themselves  do  need  ;  and  out 
of  these  the  church  hath  made  her  a  treasure,  a  kind  of 
poor  man's  box ;  and  out  of  this,  a  power  to  take  as  much 
as  they  list,  to  apply  to  the  poor  souls  in  purgatory  ;  who, — 
because  they  did  not  satisfy  for  their  venial  sins,  or  perform 
all  their  penances  which  were  imposed,  or  which  might  have 
been  imposed,  and  which  were  due  to  be  paid  to  Ood,  for 
the  temporal  pains  reserved  upon  them,  after  he  had  forgiven 
them  the  guilt  of  their  deadly  sins, — are  forced  sadly  to  roar 
in  pains  not  inferior  to  the  pains  of  hell,  excepting  only 
that  they  are  not  eternal.  That  this  is  the  true  state  of  their 
article  of  indulgences,  we  appeal  tp  Bellarmine'. 

Now,  concerning  their  new  foundation  of  mdulgences,  the 
first  stone  of  it  was  laid  by  Pope  Clement  VI.  in  his  extra- 
vagant *  Unigenitus,  de  poenitentiis  et  remissionibus,*  A.  D. 
1350.  This  constitution  was  published  fifty  years  after  the 
first  jubilee,  and  was  a  new  device  to  bring  in  customers  to 
Rome  at  the  second  jubilee,  which  was  kept  in  Rome  in 
tliis  pope^s  time.  What  ends  of  profit  and  interest  it  served, 
we  are  not  much  concerned  to  inquire :  but  this  we  know, 
that  it  had  not  yet  passed  into  a  cdtholic  doctrine,  for  it  was 
disputed  against  by  Frauciscus  de  Mayronis»,and  Durandus^r 
not  long  before  this  extravagant ;  and  that  it  was  not  rightly 
given  to  the  church,  besides  that  which  the  apostles  received 

*  Commtiuis  opinio  doctornin,  tam  Theologorvm,  qnadi  Canonicoram,  quod 
annt  ex  abundantia  meritorain,  qii«  ultra  mf  nsnram  demcntomin  suorum 
tancti  snstinueruDt,  et  ChrUti,  Sum.  Angel,  v.  Indulg.  9. 

'  liib.  i.  de  Indulgent,  c.  2.  et  3.  t  In  4.  lib.  sen.  dist.  19.  q.  t. 

^  Ibid.  diAt.  t().  q.3. 
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fonned  to  their  purposes  till  the  stiis  io  Oeno^yj  raised 
upon  the  occasion  of  indulgences,  made  Leo  X.  set  his 
clerks  on  work  to  study  the  point,  and  make  something 
of  it. 

But  as  to  the  thing  itself:  it  is  so  wholly  new,  so  merely 
devised  and  forged  by  themselves,  so  newly  created  out  of 
nothing,  from  great  mistakes  of  Scripture,  and  dreams  of 
shadows  from  antiquity ;  that  we  are  to  admonish  our  charges^ 
that  they  camiot  reasonably  expect  many  sayings  of  the  pri^ 
mitive  doctors  against  them,  any  more  than  against  the  new 
fimcies  o{  the  Quakers,  which  were  bom  but  yesterday.  That 
which  is  not,  cannot  be  numbered ;  and  that  which  was  not, 
could  not  be  confuted.  But  the  perfect  silence  of  antiquity 
in  this  whole  matter,  is  an  abundant  demonstration  that  this 
new  nothing  was'  made  in  the  later  laboratories  of  Rome* 
For  as  Puraudus  said,  the  holy  fathers,  Ambrose,  Hilary, 
Jerome,  Austin,  speak  nothing  of  indulgences.  And 
whereas  it  is  said,  that  St.  Gregory,  six  hundred  years  after 
Christ,  gave  indulgences  at  Rome  in  the  stations ;  Magister 
Angularis,  who  lived  about  two  hundred  since,  says*  ^'  he 
never  read  of  any  such  any  where ;"  and  it  is  certain  there  is 
no  such  thing  in  the  writings  of  St.  Gregoiy,  nor  in  any 
history  of  that  age  nor  any  other  that  is  authentic :  and  we 
could  never  see  any  history  pretended  for  it  by  the  Roman 
writers,  but  a  legend  of  Ledgerus  brought  to  us  the  other 
day  by  Surius :  which  is  so  ridiculous  and  weak,  that  even 
their  own  parties  dare  not  avow  it  as  a  true  story ;  and  there- 
fore they  are  fain  to  9iake  use  of  Thomas  Aquinas  upon  the 
Sentences,  and  Altisiodorensis,  for  story  and  record.  And  it 
were  strange  that  if  the  power  of  giving  indulgences  to  take 
off  the  punishn^ent,  reserved  by  God  after  the  sin  is  par? 
doned,  were  given  by  Christ  to  his  church,  that  no  one  of 
the  ancient  doctors  should  tell  any  thing  of  it :  insomuch 
that  there  is  no  one  writer  of  authority  and  credit,  not  the 
more  ancient  doctors  we  have  named,  nor  those  who  were 
much  later,  Rupertus  Tuitiensis,  Anselm,  or  St.  Bernard, 
ever  took  notice  of  it ;  but  it  was  a  doctrine  wholly  unkaowu 
to  the  church  for  about  one  thousand  two  hundred  years 
after  Christ:  aud  Cardinal  Cajetan  told  Pope  Adrian  VI., 

*  Ubi  siipri. 


142  A  DISSCASIVK  FROM  POPERT. 

tlimt '  an  indulgence  is  nothing  else  bat  an  absolotion  from 
that  penance,  which  the  confessor  hath  imposed ;'  ^nd 
therefore  can  be  nothing  of  Uiat  which  is  now-a-days 
pretended. 

True  it  is,  that  the  canonical  penances  were,  about  the 
time  of  Burchard,  lessened  and  altered  by  commutations; 
and  the  ancient  discipline  of  the  church,  in  imposing  pe- 
nances, was  made  so  loose,  that  the  indulgence  was  more 
than  the  imposition,  and  began  not  to  be  an  act  of  mercy 
but  remissness,  and  absolution  without  amends :  it  became  a 
trumpet,  and  a  levy  for  the  holy  war,  in  Pope  Urban  II/s 
time,  for  he  gave  a  plenary  indulgence  and  remission  of  all 
sins  to  them,  that  should  go  and  fight  against  the  Sa«* 
racens :  and  yet  no  man  could  tell  how  much  they  were  the 
better  for  these  indulgences :  for  concerning  the  value  of  in- 
dulgences, the  complaint  is  both  old  and  doubtful,  said 
Pope  Adrian^ ;  and  he  cites  a  Ikmous  gloss,  which  tells  of 
four  opinions  all  catholic,  and  yet  vastly  difiering  in  this 
particular:  but  the'Summa  Angelica"  reckons  seven  opi- 
nions concerning  what  that  penalty  is  which  is  taken  off  by 
indulgences:  no  man  could  then  tell;  and  the  point  was 
but  in  the  infimcy ;  and  since  that,  they  have  made  it  what 
they  please:  but  it  is  at  last  tamed  into  a  doctrine,  and 
they  have  devised  new  propositions^  as  well  as  they  can,  to 
make  sense  of  it;  and  yet  it  is  a  very  strange  thing ;  a  sola«- 
tion,  not  an  absolution  (it  is  the  distinction  of  Bellarmine) ; 
that  is,  the  sinner  is  let  to  go  free  without  punishment  in 
this  world  or  in  the  world  to  come ;  and  in  the  end,  it  grew 
to  be  that  which  Christendom  could  not  suffer :  a  heap  of 
doctrines  without  grounds  of  Scripture,  or  catholio  tradition ; 
and  not  only  so,  but  they  have  introduced  a  way  of  remitting 
sins,  that  Christ  and  his  apostles  taught  not ;  a  way  destruc- 
tive to  the  repentance  and  remission  of  sins,  which  was 
preached  in  the  name  of  Jesus :  it  brought  into  the  church 
fabe  and  fantastic  hopes,  '  a  hope  that  will  make  men 
ashamed;'  a  hope  that  does  not  glorify  the  merits  and 
perfect  satisfaction  of  Christ ;  a  doctrine  expressly  dishonour^r 
able  to  the  full  and  free  pardon  given  us  by  Ood  through 
Jesns  Christ;  a  practice  that  supposes  a  new  bunch  of  keya 

k  In  lib.  iv.  sent.  Werb,  Indnlgcntie, 
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to  open  and  sliut  the  kingdom  of  heaven;  a  doctrine  that 
introdnces  pride  among  the  saints,  and  advances  the  opinion 
of  their  works  beyond  the  measures  of  Christ  *",  who  taught 
us,  "  That  when  we  have  done  all  that  is  commanded^  we 
are  improfitid>le  servants;"  and,  therefore,  certainly  cannot 
snpererogate,  or  do  more  than  what  is  infinitely  recompensed 
by  the  kingdom  of  glory,  to  which  all  onr  doings  and  all  onr 
sufferings  are  not  wordiy  to  be  compared,  especially  since 
the  greatest  saint  cannot  but  say  with  David,  ''  Enter  not 
into  judgment  with  thy  servant;  for  in  thy  sight  no  fl^h 
living  can  be  justified :"  it  is  a  practice  that  hath  tmned 
penances  into  a  fair,  and  the  court  of  conscience  into  a 
lombard,  and  the  labours  of  love  into  the  labours  of  pilgri- 
mages, superstitious  an4  useless  wanderings  firom  {riace  to 
place;  an4  religion  into  vanity,  and  our  hope  in  God  to  a 
(M>nfidence  in  man,  and  our  fears  of  hell  to  be  a  mere  scare- 
crow to  rich  and  confident  sinners:  and  at  last,  it  was 
frugally  employed,  by  a  great  pope,  to  raise  a  portion  for  a 
lady,  llie  wife  of  Franceschet  to  Cibo,  bastard  son  of  pope 
Innocent  VIIL;  and  the  merchandise  itself  became  the 
stakes  of  gamesters  at  dice  and  cards,  and  men  did  vile 
actions  that  they  might  win  indulgences ;  by  gaming,  making 
their  way  to  heaven  easier. 

Now  although  the  holy  fathers  of  the  church  could  not  be 
supposed,  in  direct  terms,  to  speak  against  this  new  doctrine 
of  indulgences,  because,  in  their  days,  it  was  not :  yet  they 
have  said  many  things,  which  do  perfectly  destroy  this  new 
doctrine  and  diese  unchristian  practices.  For  besides  that 
they  teach  repentance  ^olly  reducing  us  to  a  good  life ;  a 
faith  that  entirely  relies  upon  Christ's  merits  and  satisfac- 
tions ;  a  hope  wholly  depending  upon  the  plain  promises  of 
the  Gospel,  a  service  perfectly  consisting  in  the  works  of  a 
good  conscience,  a  labour  of  love,  a  religion  of  justice,  and 
piety,  and  moral  virtues :  they  do  also  expressly  teach,  that 
pilgrimages  to  holy  places,  and  such  like  inventions,  which 
are  now  the  earnings  and  price  of  indulgences,  and  not 
lequired  of  us,  and  are  not  the  way  of  salvation,  as  is  to  be 
^  that  to  him  that  readeth  the  decretals,  it  plainly  appears, 

">  Ut  qaid  oon  prevides  tibi  in  die  jndicii,  qnando  nenio  potcrit  per 
^iDm  cxqinri,  veldefcndi;  sed  nnasquisqiM  tafficieils  oous'crit  sibilpsi:  • 
Th.  s  Reinpis,  lib.  i*  De  Iiiiit«  p.  34* 
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fetn  IB  an  oiatioQ  made  by  St  Qregory  Nytsen,  wfaoHy 
agaiDBt  jpUgrinuigeft  to  Jerotalom;  in  St  Chrysoitoni^  St 
Austin  ^  and  St  Bernard  >*.  The  sense  of  these  fathers  is 
this,  in  the  words  of  St  Austin :  ^*  God  said  not,  Oo  to 
the  east  and  seek  righteousness ;  sail  to  the  west,  that  you 
may  receive  indulgence.  But  indulge  thy  brother,  and  it 
shall  be  indulged  to  thee :  you  have  need  to  inquire  for  no 
other  indulgence  to  thy  sins;  if  thou  wilt  retire  into  the 
okNset  of  thy  heart,  there  thou  shalt  find  it."  That  is,  ail  our 
hope  of  indulgence  is  from  Qod  through  Jesus  Christ,  and  is 
wholly  to  be  obtained  by  faith  in  Christ,  and  perseverance  in 
good  works^  and  entire  mortification  of  all  our  sins. 

To  conclude  this  particular:  Though  the  gains,  which 
the  church  of  Rome  makes  of  indulgences,  be  a  heap  idmost 
as  great  as  the  abuses  themselves,  yet  the  greatest  patrons  of 
this  new  'doctrine  could  never  give  any  certainty,  or  reasoi^ 
able  comfort,  to  the  conscience  of  any  person,  that  could 
inquire  into  it.  They  never  durst  determine,  whether  they 
were  absolutions  or  compensations ;  whether  they  only  take 
ofi*  the  penances  actually  imposed  by  the  confessor;  or 
potentially,  and  all  that  which  might  have  been  imposed; 
whether  all  that  may  be  paid  ia  the  court  of  men  ;  or  all  that 
can  or  will  be  required  by  the  laws  and  severity  of  God. 
Neither  can  they  speak  rationally  to  the  great  question, — 
Whether  the  treasure  of  the  church  consists  of  the  satis- 
fikctions  of  Christ  only,  or  of  the  saints  ? — For  if  of  saints,  it 
will,  by  all  men,  be  acknowledged  to  be  a  defeasible  estate, 
and  being  finite  and  limited,  will  be  spent  sooner  than  the 
lieeds  of  the  church  can  be  served ;  and  if,  therefore,  it  be 
necessary  to  add  the  merits  and  satisfaction  of  Christ,  since 
they  are  an  ocean  of  infinity,  and  can  supfriy  more  than  all 
pur  needs,  to  what  purpose  is  it  to  add  the  little,  minutes  and 
droppings  of  the  saints?  They  cannot  tell,  whether  they 
may  be  given,  if  the  receiver  do  nothing  or  give  nothing  for 
them:  and  although  this  last  particular  could  better  be 
resolved  by  the  court  of  Rome  than  by  the  church  of  Rome, 
yet  all  the  doctrines,  which  built  up  the  new  fabric  of  in* 
^^nces,  were  so  dangerous  to  determine,  so  improbitie,* 


■  Hoiail.  1.  in  Ep.  sd  Phikai.  «  Scm.  dc  Msrty.ib. 

P  Serm.  1.  de  Advent. 
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SO  unreasonable,  or,  at  besty  so  uncertain  and  invidious^  that, 
according  to  the  advice  of  the  bishop  of  Modena,  the  council 
of  Trent  left  all  the  doctrines  and  all  the  cases  of  conscience 
quite  alone,  and  slubbered  the  whole  matter  both  in  the 
question  of  indulgences  and  purgatory,  in  general  and  re- 
commendatory terms;  affirming,  that  the  power  of  giving 
indulgence  is  in  the  church,  and  that  the  use  is  wholesome : 
and  that  all  hard  and  subtile  questions,  viz.  concerning  purga- 
tory, which  although  (if  it  be  at  all)  it  is  a  fii:e,  yet  it  is  the 
fuel  of  indulgences,  and  maintains  them  wholly ;  all  that  is 
suspected  to  be  false,  and  all  that  is  uncertain ;  and  what- 
soever is  curious  and  superstitious,  scandalous,  or  for  filthy 
lucre,  be  laid  aside.  And  in  the  mean  time,  they  tell  us  not 
what  ia,  and  what  is  not,  superstitious,  nor  what  is  scandalous, 
nor  what  they  mean  by  the  general  term  of '  indulgence ;'  and 
they  establish  no  doctrine,  neither  curious  nor  incurious,  nor 
durst  they  decree  the  very  foundation  of  this  whole  matter, 
the  church's  treasure ;  neither  durst  they  meddle  with  it,  but 
left  it  as  they  found  it,  and  continued  in  the  abuses,  and 
proceeded  in  the  practice,  and  set  their  doctors,  «&  well  as 
they  can,  to  defend  all  the  new,  and  curious,  and  scandalous 
questions,  and  to  uphold  the  gainful  trade.  But  however  it 
be  with  them,  the  doctrine  itself  is  proved  to  be  a  direct 
innovation  in  the  matter  of  Christian  religion;  and  that  was 
it,  which  we  have  undertaken  to  demonstrate. 


SfiCTlON  IV. 

The  doctrine  of  purgatory  is  the  mother  of  indulgences,  and 
the  fear  of  that  hath  introduced  these:  for  the  world 
happened  td  be  abused  like  the  countryman  in  the  fable,  who, 
being  told  he  was  likely  to  fall  into  a  delirium  in  his  feet, 
was  advised,  for  remedy,  to  take  the  juice  of  cotton :  he  feared 
a  disease  that  was  not,  and  looked  for  a  cure  as  ridiculous. 
But  if  the  patent  of  indulgences  be  not  from  Christ  and 
fats  apostles;  if,  upon  this  ground,  the  primitive  church 
never  built,  the  superstructures  of  Rome  must  fall ;  they  can 
be  no  stronger  than  their  supporter.  Now,  then,  in  order  to 
the  proving  the  doctrine  of  purgatory  to  be  an  innovation;-^ 
1.  We  consider,  ihat  the  doctrines,  upon  which  it  is 

VOL.  X.  L 
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pretended  reasonable,  are  all  dubious,  and  disputable  at  the 
▼ery  best.    Such  are, 

1.  Their  distinction  of  sins  mortal  and  venial  in  their  own 
nature. 

2.  That  the  taking  away  the  guilt  of  sinsi  does  not  sup- 
pose the  taking  away  the  obligation  to  punishment ;  that  is, 
that  when  a  man's  sin  is  pardoned,  he  may  be  punished 
without  the  guilt  of  that  sin  as  justly  as  with  it ;  as  if  the 
guilt  could  be  any  thing  else  but  an  obligation  to  punishment 
for  haying  sinned ;  which  is  a  proposition,  of  which  no  wise 
man  can  make  sense;  but  it  is  certain  that  it  is  expressly 
against  the  word  of  Ood,  who  promises,  upon  our  repentance, 
so  to  take  away  our  sins  that  **  he  will  remember  them  no 
more*:"  and  so  did  Christ  to  all  those  to  whom  he  gave 
pardon ;  for  he  did  not  take  our  faults  and  guilt  od  him  any 
other  way,  but  by  curing  our  evil  hearts,  and  taking  away  the 
punishments  And  this  was  so  perfectly  believed  by  the 
primitive  church,  that  they  always  made  the  penances  and 
satisfaction  to  be  undergone,  before  they  gave  absolution ; 
and,  after  absolution,  they  never  imposed  or  obliged  to 
punishment,  unless  it  were  to  sick  persons,  of  whose  recovery 
they  despaired  not :  of  them,  indeed,  in  case  they  had  not 
finished  their  canonical  punishments,  they  expected  they 
should  p^orm  what  was  enjoined  them  formerly.  But 
because  all  sin  is  a  blot  to  a  man's  soul,  and  a  foul  stain  to 
his  reputation,  we  demand,. in  what  does  this  stain  consist? 
In  the  guOt,  or  in  the  punishment  ?  If  it  be  said  that  it  con- 
sists in  the  punishment,  then  what  does  the  guilt  signify, 
when  the  removing  of  it  does  neither  remove  the  stain  nor 
the  punishment,  which  both  remain  and  abide  together  ?  But 
if  the  stain  and  the  guilt  be  all  one,  or  always  together,  then 
when  the  guilt  is  taken  away,  there  can  no  stain  remain ;  and 
if  so,  what  need  is  there  any  more  of  purgatory  <^  ?  For 
since  this  is  pretended  to  be  necessary,  only  lest  any  stained 

•  Etek.  xTiii.  St. 

^  Neque  ab  lit  qaot  sanas,  lente  lasgaor  abicedit ;  ted  Ulieo,  quern  rcsti* 
tait,  tx  integro  cooYalescit;  qaia  coDMimiBataai  est  quod  facis,ct  perfectaai 
quod  largiris.  8.  Cypriau.  de  Cceua  Domini :  Tel  potios  Ainoldut. P.  Gela- 
tins d.  ▼incnl.  aoathcm.  negat  pcenam  debcri  cnlpae,  si  colpa  comgatur. 

«  Delet  gratia  finalis  pcccatam  rcniale  to  Ipsa  dissolutione  corporis  et 
auiaue.  Hoc  ab  aatiqais  dictum  est.  Albert.  Mag*  io  Compeod.  Theoloc. 
Vent.  lib.  ui.  c.  13. 


A  DISSUASIVE  FROM  POPERY.  147 

or  unclean  thing  shottld  enter  into  heaven,  if  th^  guilt  and 
the  pain  be  remoyed,  what  uncleanness  can  there  be  left 
behind?  Indeed  Simon  Magus  (as  Epiphanius  reports, 
Haeres  20,)  did  teach,  that,  after  the  death  of  the  body,  there 
remained  4^x^  MoBafa-t^,  '  a  purgation  of  souls :'  but  whether 
the  church  of  Rome  will  own  him  for  an  authentic  doctor, 
themseWes  can  best  tell. 

3.  It  relies  upon  this  also,  that  Ood  requires  of  us  a  full 
exchange  of  penances  and  satisfactions,  which  must  regularly 
be  paid  here  or  hereafter,  even  by  them  who  are  pardoned 
here ;  which  if  it  were  true,  we  are  all  undone. 

4.  That  the  death  of  Christ,  his  merits  and  satisfaction, 
do  not  procure  for  us  a  full  remission  before  we  die,  nor,  as 
it  may  happen,  of  a  long  time  after.  All  which  being  pro- 
positions new  and  uncertain,  invented  by  the  school-divines* 
and  brought,  *  ex  post  facto,'  to  dress  this  opinion,  and  make 
it  to  seem  reasonable ;  and  being  the  products  of  ignorance 
concerning  remission  of  sins  by  grace,  of  the  righteousness 
of  faith,  and  the  infinite  value  of  Christ's  death,  must  needs 
lay  a  great  prejudice  of  novelty  upon  the  doctrine  itself, 
which,  but  by  these,  cannot  be  supported.  But  to  put  it 
past  suspicion  and  conjectures :  Roffensis  ^  and  Polydore 
Virgil*  affirm,  that  whoso  searcheth  the  writings  of  the 
Greek  fathers,  shall  find  that  none,  or  very  rarely  any  one  of 
them,  ever  makes  mention  of  purgatory ;  and  that  the  Latin 
fathers  did  not  all  believe  it,  but. by  degrees  came  to  enter- 
tain opinions  of  it :  but  for  the  catholic  church,  it  was  but 
lately  known  to  her. 

But  before  we  say  any  more  in  this  question,  we  are  to 
premonish,  that  there  are  two  great  causes  of  their  mistaken 
pretensions  in  this  article  from  antiquity. 

The  first  is,  that  the  ancient  churches,  in  their  offices, 
and  the  fiithers,  in  their  writings,  did  teach,  and  practise 
respectively,  prayer  for  the  dead.  Now  because  the  chuich 
of  Rome  does  so  too,  and,  more  than  so,  relates  her  prayers 
to  the  doctrine  of  purgatory,  and  for  the  souls  there  detained ; 
her  doctors  vainly  suppose,  that  whenever  the  holy  fathers 
speak  of  prayer  for  the  dead,  that  they  conclude  for  purga- 
tory ;  which  vain  conjecture  is  as  false  as  it  is  unreasonable : 

'  Art.  IS*  cont.  Lather.  <  Infcnt.  Rcram,  lib.  yHi.  c.  1. 
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for  it  is  true, -the  fathers  did  pray  for  the  dead;  but  how? 
''  That  God  should  show  them  mercy,  and  hasten  the  resur- 
rection, and  give  a  blessed  sentence  in  the  great  day."    But 
then  it  is  also  to  be  remembered,  that  they  made  prayers, 
and  offered  for  those,  who,  by  the  confession  of  all  sides, 
never  were  in  purgatory,  even  for  the  patriarchs  and  pro- 
phets, for  the  apostles  and  evangelists,  for  martyrs  and  con-' 
feasors,  and  especially  for  the  blessed  Virgin  Mary :  so  we 
find  it  in  Epiphanius  ^,  St.  Cyril  >,  and  in  the  canon  of  the 
Greeks,  and  so  it  is  acknowledged  by  their  own  Durandus^; 
and  in  their  mass-book  anciently  they  prayed  for  the  soul  of 
St.  Leo:  of  which  because  by  their  latter  doctrines  they 
grew  ashamed,  they  have  changed  the  prayer  for  him  into  a 
prayer  to  God,  by  the  intercession  of  St.  Leo,  in  behalf  of 
themselves ;  so  by  their  new  doctrine,  making  him  an  inter- 
cessor for  us,  who,  by  their  old  doctrine,  was  supposed  to 
need  our  prayers  to  intercede  for  him;   of  which    pope 
Innocent,  being  asked  a  reason,  makes  a  most  pitiful  excuse '. 
Upon  what  accounts  the  fathers  did  pray  for  the  saints 
departed,  and  indeed  generally  for  all,  it  is  not  now  season- 
able to  discourse;  but  to  say  this  only,  that  such  general 
prayers  for  the  dead  as  those  above  reckoned,  the  church  of 
England  never  did  condemn  by  any  express  article,  but  left 
it  in  the  middle  ^ ;  and  by  her  practice  declares  her  faith  of 
the  resurrection  of  the  dead,  and  her  interest  in  the  com- 
munion of  saints,  and  that  the  saints  departed  are  a  portion 
of  the  catholic  church,  parts  and  members  of  the  body  of 
Christ ;  but  expressly  condemns  the  doctrine  of  purgatory, 
and,  consequently,  all  prayers  for  the  dead  relating  to  it: 
and  how  vainly  the  church  of  Rome,  from  prayer  for  the 
dead,  infers  the  belief  of  purgatory,  every  man  may  satisfy 
himself,  by  seeing  the  vnritings  of  the  fkthers,  where  they 
cannot  meet  with  one  collect  or  clause  for  praying  for  the 
delivery  of  souls  out  of  that  imaginary  place.    Which  thing 
is  so  certain,  that  in  the  very  Roman  offices,  we  mean  the 
vigils  said  for  the  dead,  which  are  psalms  and  lessons  taken 
from  the  Scripture,  speaking  of  the  miseries  of  this  world, 

'  Haeres.  75*         '  Catecbes.  Mystag.  6.         ^  De  Ritibus,  lib.  ii.  c.  55. 
'  Innocent.  P.  de  Cceleb.  Missar.  cap.  Cum  Martha. 
^  Apologia  confesAionis  Aagnstanae  expresse  approbat  clansnlain  illam 
dxruih,  *  DeiM  dtt  ti  pacatam  quietcm,  ad  vita*  resjirectionein.' 
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repentance  and  reconciliation  with  God,  the  bliss  after  this 
life  of  them  that  die  in  Christ,  and  the  resurrection  of  the 
dead;  and  in  the  anthems,  versicles,  and  responses,  there 
are  prayers  made  recommending  to  God  the  soul  of  the 
newly  defunct,  praying,  '  he  may  be  freed  from  hell  and 
eternal  death,'  that '  in  the  day  of  judgment  he  be  not  judged 
and  condemned  according  to  his  sins,  but  that  be  may  appear 
among  the  elect  in  the  glory  of  the  resurrection  ;*  but  not 
one  word  of  purgatory,  or  its  pains. 

The  other  cause  of  their  mistake  is,  that  the  fathers  often 
speak  of  a  fire  of  purgation  after  this  life ;  but  such  a  one 
that  is  not  to  be  kindled  until  the  day  of  judgment,  and  it  is 
such  a  fire  that  destroys  the  doctrine  of  the  intermedial 
purgatory.  We  suppose  that  Origen  was  the  first  that  spoke 
plainly  of  it;  and  so  St*  Ambrose  follows  him  in  the  opinion 
(for  it  was  no  more) ;  so  does  St.  Basil,  St.  Hilary,  St. 
Jerome,  and  Lactantius,  as  their  words  plainly  prove,  as  they 
are  cited  by  Sixtus  Senensis,  affirming,  that  '  all  men,  Christ 
only  excepted,  shall  be  burned  with  the  fire  of  the  world's 
conflagration  at  the  day  of  judgment;'  even  the  blessed 
Virgin  herself  is  to  pass  through  this  fire.  There  was  also 
another  doctrine  very  generally  received  by  the  fathers; 
which  greatly  destroys  the  Roman  purgatory ;  Sixtus  Senensis 
says,  and  he  says  very  true,  that  Justin  Martyr,  TertuUian^ 
Victorinus  Martyr,  Prudentius,  St.  Chrysostom,  Arethas, 
Euthimius,  and  St.  Bernard  \  did  all  affinn,  that  before  the 
day  of  judgment,  the  souls  of  men  are  kept  in  secret  recep- 
tacles, reserved  unto  the  sentence  of  the  great  day ;  and  that 
before  then,  no  man  receives  according  to  his  works  done  in 
this  life.  We  do  not  interpose  in  this  opinion  to  say  that  it 
is  true  or  false,  probable  or  improbable ;  for  these  fathers 
intended  it  not  as  a  matter  of  faidi,  or  necessary  belief,  so  far 
as  we  find.  But  we  observe  firom  hence,  that  if  their  opinion 
be  true,  then  the  doctrine  of  purgatory  is  false :  if  it  be  not 

1  Liv.  vi.  BibL  Sanct.  Annot.  345.  Bernardam  eicusandaro  arbitror  ob 
ingentem  nnmerom  illnstrium  ecclesiae  patnim,  qni  ante  ipsnm  hole  dogmati 
auctoritatem  sao  testimonio  vtsi  soot  pncbnisse;  prster  citatos,  eniimenit, 
S.  Jacobiim  Apostolom,  Irensooi,  Clementem  Romannm,  Angnstinonn, 
Tbcodoretom,  G^cunieniiim.  Theophylactum,  ct  Johanneni,3?.  pontif.  Rom. : 
qnani  sententiam  non  modo  docnit,  et  declaravit,  sed  ab  omDibus  teneri 
mandavit,  nt  ait  Adrianos  P.  in  lib.  iv.  seot.  in  fine  Qosst.  de  Sacram. 
Confirmationis. 
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true,  yet  the  Roman  doctrine  of  purgatory,  which  is  incon* 
sistent  with  this  so  generally  received  opinion  of  the  fathers, 
isy  at  least,  new,  no  catholic  doctrine,  not  belieyed  in  the 
primitive  church ;  and,  therefore,  the  Roman  writers  are 
much  troubled  to  excuse  the  fathers  in  this  article,  and  to 
reconcile  them  to  some  seeming  concord  with  their  new 
doctrine. 

But,  besides  these  things,  it  is  certain,  that  the  doctrine 
of  purgatory,  before  the  day  of  judgment,  in  St.  Austin's 
time",  was  not  the  doctrine  of  the  church;  it  was  not  the 
catholic  doctrine ;  for  himself  did  doubt  of  it :  ''  whether 
it  be  so  or  not,  it  may  be  inquired ;  and,  possibly,  it  may 
be  found  so,  and  possibly  it  may  never:''  so  St.  Austin. 
In  his  time,  therefore,  it  was  no  doctrine  of  the  church, 
and  it  continued  much  longer  in  uncertainty;  for,  in  the 
time  of  Otho  Frisingensis  \  who  lived  in  the  year  1146,  it 
was  gotten  no  further  than  to  a  *  Quidam  asserunt :'  *  some 
do  affirm,'  that  there  is  a  place  of  purgatory  after  death. 
And,  although  it  is  not  to  be  denied,  but  that  many  of  the 
ancient  doctors  had  strange  opinions  concerning  purgations, 
and  fires,  and  intermedial  states,  and  common  receptacles, 
and  liberations  of  souls  and  spirits  after  this  life;  yet  we 
can  truly  affirm.it,  and  can  never  be  convinced  to  err  in 
this  affirmi^tion,  that  there  is  not  any  one  of  the  ancients 
within  fi?e  hundred  years,  whose  opinion  in  this  article 
throughout,  the  church  of  Rome  at  this  day  follows. 

But  the  people  of  the  Roman  communion  have  been 
principally  led  into  a  belief  of  pui^toiy  by  their  fear,  and 
by  their  credulity;  they  have  been  softened  and  enticed 
into  this  belief,  by  perpetual  tales  and  legends,  by  which 
they  loved  to  be  abused.  To  this  purpose,  their  priests  and 
friars  have  made  great  use  of  the  apparition  of  St.  Jerome, 
aft;er  death,  to  Eusebius,  commanding  him  to  lay  his  sack 
upon  the  corpse  of  three  dead  men,  that,  they  arising  from 
death,  might  confess  purgatory,  which  formerly  they  had 
denied.  The  story  is  written  in  an  epistle  imputed  to  St. 
Cyril ;  but  the  ill  luck  of  it  was,  that  St.  Jerome  out-lived 
St.  Cyril,  and  wrote  his  life,  and  so  confuted  that  story ; 

■  Eochirid.  c.  69.  lib.  xxi.  de  Civit.  Dei,  cap.  26. 

■  Lib.  8.  Chrou.  cap.  f6> 
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but  all  is  one  for  thai,  they  believe  it  nevertheless :  but 
there  are  enough  to  help  it  out ;  and  if  they  be  not  firmly 
true%  yet,  if  they  be  firmly  believed,  all  is  well  enough. 
In  the  '  speculum  exemplorum'  it  is  said,  that  a  certain  priest, 
in  an  ecstacy,  saw  the  soul  of  Constantinus  Turritanus  in  the 
eaves  of  his  house,  tormented  with  frosts  and  cold  rains, 
and  afterwards  climbing  up  to  heaven  upon  a  shining  pillar. 
And  a  certain  monk  saw  some  souls  roasted  upon  spits  like 
pigs,  and  some  devUs  basting  them  with  scalding  lard ;  but 
a  while  after,  they  were  carried  to  a  cool  place,  and  so  proved 
purgatory.  But  bishop  Theobald,  standing  upon  a  piece 
of  ice  to  cool  his  feet,  was  nearer  purgatory^  than  he  was 
aware,  and  was  convinced  of  it,  when  he  heard  a  poor  soul 
telling  him,  that  under  that  ice  he  was  tormented :  and 
that  he  should  be  delivered,  if  for  thirty  days  continual, 
he  would  say  for  him  thirty  masses :  and  some  such  thing 
was  seen  by  Conrade  and  Udalric  in  a  pool  of  water? :  for 
the  place  of  purgatory  was  not  yet  resolved  on,  till  St. 
Patrick  had  the  key  of  it  delivered  to  him ;  which  when 
one  Nicholas  borrowed  of  him,  he  saw  as  strange  and  true 
things  there,  as  ever  Virgil  dreamed  of  in  his  purgatory, 
or  Cicero,  in  his  dream  of  Scipio ;  or  Plato,  in  his  Gorgias, 
or  Pheedo,  who  indeed  are  the  surest  authors  to  prove 
purgatory.  But  because  to  preach  false  stories  was  for- 
bidden by  the  council  of  Trent,  there  are  yet  remaining 
more  certain  arguments,  even  revelations  made  by  angels, 
and  the  testimony  of  St.  Odilio  himself,  who  heard  the  devil 
complain  (and  he  had  great  reason  surely)  that  the  souls 
of  dead  men  were  daily  snatched  out  of  his  hands,  by  the 
alms  and  prayers  of  the  living ;  and  the  sister  of  St.  Damiauus 
being  too  much  pleased  with  hearing  of  a  piper,  told  her 
brother,  that  she  was  to  be  tormented  for  fifteen  days  in 
purgatory. 

We  do  not  think,  that  the  wise  men  in  the  church  of 
Rome  believe  these  narratives ;  for  if  they  did,  they  were 
not  wise :  but  this  we  know,  that  by  such  stories  the  people 
were  brought  into  a  belief  of  it  ^  and  having  served  their 

•  Htte  descripsimiM,  nt  tamen  in  lis  nulla  velnt  canonica  const! tnatar 
antoritas.  lib.  de  8.  qnvst.  Dnlcitii.  c.  1.  Dist.  S.  exem.  4.  Exempl.  60.  Uiaton 
Lonib. 

9  Legend.  185« 
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turn  of  them,  the  master-builders  used  them  as  false  arches 
and  eentries,  taking  them  away  when  the  parts  of  the  building 
were  made  firm  and  stable  by  authority.  But  even  the  better 
sort  of  them  do  believe  them ;  or  else  they  do  worse,  for  they 
urge  and  cite  the  dialogues  of  St.  Gregory,  the  oration  of  St. 
John  Damascen  *  de  Defunctis/  the  sermons  of  St.  Austin 
upon  the  feast  of  the  commemoration  of  All-souls  (which 
nevertheless  was  instituted  after  St.  Austin's  death) ;  and 
divers  other  citations,  which  the  Greeks  in  their  apology 
call  AiafOofag  xa)  rapi/jL^oXag  cu^iTi^orruv,  '  the  holds  and  the 
castles,  the  corruptions  and  insinuations  of  heretical  persons.' 
But  in  this  they  are  the  less  to  be  blamed^  because  better 
arguments  than  they  have,  no  men  are  tied  to  make  use  of. 

But,  against  this  way  of  proceeding,  we  think  fit  to  admo- 
nish the  people  of  our  charges,  that,  besides  that  the  Scrip- 
tures expressly  forbid  us  to  inquire  of  the  dead  for  truth'; 
the  holy  doctors  of  the  church,  particularly,  TertuUian,  St. 
Athanasius,  St.  Chrysostora,  Isidor,  and  Theophylact,  deny 
that  the  souls  of  the  dead  ever  do  appear ;  and  bring  many 
reasons  to  prove,  that  it  is  unfitting  they  should ;  saying, 
if  they  did,  it  would  be  the  cause  of  many  errors ;  and  the 
devils  under  that  pretence,  might  easily  abuse  the  world 
with  notices  and  revelations  of  their  own:  and  because 
Christ  would  have  us  content  with  Moses  and  the  prophets, 
and  especially,  to  *  hear  that  prophet,  whom  the  Lord  our 
God  hath  raised  up'  amongst  us,  our  blessed  Jesus,  who  never 
taught  any  such  doctrine  to  his  church. 

But,  because  we  are  now  representing  the  novelty  of 
this  doctrine,  and  proving,  that  anciently  it  was  not  the 
doctrine  of  the  church,  nor  at  all  esteemed  a  matter  of  faith, 
whether  there  was  or  was  not  any  such  place  or  state,  we 
add  thi^,  that  the  Greek  church  did  always  dissent  from  the 
Latins  in  this  particular,  since  they  had  forged  this  new 
doctrine  in  the  laboratories  of  Rome  ;  and,  in  the  council  of 
Basil,  published  an  apology,  directly  disapproving  the  Roman 
doctrine  of  purgatoiy.  How,  afterwards,  they  were  pressed 
in  the  council  of  Florence,  by  Pope  Eugenius,  and  by  their 
necessity^  how  unwillingly  they  consented ;  how  ambiguously 
they  answered ;  how  they  protested  against  having  that  half- 

4  Deut.  xviii.  11,  See,  Isai.  viii.  19.  Vide  Maidonat  in  xvi.  cap.  S.  Iduoe. 
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consent  put  into  the  instrument  of  nnion ;  how  they  were 
yet  constrained  to  it  by  their  chiefs,  being  obnoxious  to 
the  pope ;  how  a  while  after,  they  dissolved  that  union,  and 
to  this  day  refuse  to  own  this  doctrine  ;-^are  things  so  no-» 
toriously  known,  that  they  need  no  further  declaration. 

We  add  this  only,  to  make  the  conviction  more  manifest : 
we  have  thought  fit  to  annex  some  few,  but  very  clear  testi- 
monies of  antiquity,  expressly  destroying  the  new  doctrine 
of  purgatory.  St.  Cyprian  saith ',  ^^  Quando  istinc  excessum 
fuerit,  nullus  jam  locus  poenitentias  est,  nuUus  satisfactionis 
effectus:*'  "When  we  are  gone  from  hence,  there  ia  no 
place  left  for  repentance,  and  no  effect  of  satisfaction."  St. 
Dionysius'  calls  the  extremity  of  death,  rixof  Ufw  ayimv^ 
**  The  end  of  all  our  agonies ;"  and  affirms,  *'  That  the  holy 
men  of  God  rest  in  joy,  and  in  nevev-failing  hopes,  and  are 
come  to  the  end  of  their  holy  combats."— St.  Justin  Martyr 
affirms',  ''That  when  the  soul  is  departed  from  the  body^ 
tifivi  ylvsTcu,  ^  presently  there  is'  a  separation  made  of  the  just 
and  unjust :  the  unjust  are,  by  angels,  borne  into  places  which 
they  have  deserved  ;  but  the  souls  of  the  just  into  Paradise, 
where  they  have  the  conversation  of  angels  and  archangels."— 
St.  Ambrose  saith ",  **  That  death  is  a  haven  of  rest,  and 
makes  not  our  condition  worse;  but,  according  as  it  finds 
every  man,  so  it  reserves  him  to  the  judgment  that  is  to 
come."  The  same  is  affirmed  by  St.  Hilary  %  St.  Macarius', 
and  divers  others  ;  they  speak  but  of  two  states  after  death, 
of  the  just  and  the  unjust:  these  are  placed  in  horrible 
regions,  reserved  to  the  judgment  of  the  great  day;  the 
other  have  their  souls  carried  by  choirs  of  angels  into  places 
of  rest.  St.  Gregory  Nazianzen  expressly  affirms*,  ''That 
after  this  life  there  is  no  purgation." — "For  after  Christ'^ 
ascension  into  Heaven,  the  souls  of  all  saints  are  with  Christ, 
saith  Gennadius*;  and  going  firom  the  body,  they  go  to 
Christ,  expecting  the  resurrection  of  their  body,  with  it  to 
pass  into  the  perfection  of  perpetual  bliss ;  and  this  he  delivers 


'  Ad  Demetrian.  sect.  16.  ■  Ecclcs.  Hier.  c.  7. 

'  Qnaest.  et  Respons.  ad  OrUiod*  qn.  5.  Jiistino  imputat. 

■  De  bono  mortis,  c.  4.  *  lo  Psal.  8.  7  HomiL  tf. 

*  Orat.  5.  in    Plagam  grandiais  et  orat.  4%.  in  Pasclia.  de  Eccles. 
dogmat.  c.  79. 

»  In  Eccles.  c.  11. 
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as  Ae  doctrine  of  the  catholic  church: — ''In  what  place 
soever  a  man  is  taken  at  his  death,  of  light  or  darkness,  of 
wickedness  or  virtue,  h  inaiv^  imu  rS  Ca^  Mm  raiih  *  in  the 
same  order,  and  in  the  same  degree ;'  either  in  light  with 
the  just,  and  with  Christ,  the   great  king;   or  in   dark- 
ness with  the  unjust,  and  with  the  prince  of  darkness/'  said 
Olympiodorus.    And,  lastly,  we  recite  the  words  of  St  Leo^ 
one  of  the  popes  of  Rome,  speaking  of  the  penitents  who 
had  not  performed  all  their  penances ;  "  but  if  any  one  of 
them,  for  whom  we  pray  unto  the  Lord,  being  interrupted 
by  any  obstacles,  falls  from  the  gifl  of  the  present  indul- 
gence (viz.  ecclesiasiical  ab$olution),  and,  before  he  arrive  at 
the  appointed  remedies  (that  is,  before  he  hoik  performed  hi$ 
penances  or  satisfaclioni),  ends  his  temporal  life,  that  which 
remaining  in  the  body  he  hath  not  received,  when  he  is 
divested  of  his  body,  he  cannot  obtain."    He  knew  not  of 
the  new  devices  of  paying  in  purgatory^  what  they  paid 
not  here ;  and  of  being  cleansed  there,  who  were  not  clean 
here :  and  how  these  words,  or  any  of  the  precedent,  are 
reconcilable  with  the  doctrines  of  purgatory,  hath  not  yet 
entered  into  our  imagination. 

To  conclude  this  particular,  we  complain  greatly,  that 
this  doctrine,  which,  in  all  the  parts  of  it,  is  uncertain,  and 
in  the  late  additions  to  it  in  Rome  is  certainly  false,  is  yet, 
with  all  the  faults  of  it,  passed  into  an  article  of  faith  by 
the  council  of  Trent.    But,  besides  what  hath  been  said, 
it  will  be  more  than  sufficient  to  oppose  against  it  these 
clearest  words  of  Scripture,  '*  Blessed  are  the  dead  which 
die  in  the  Lord,  from  henceforth ;  even  so  saith  the  Spirit ; 
that  they  may  rest  from  their  labours  ^."     If  all  the  dead 
that  die  in  Christ,  be  at  rest,  and  are  in  no  more  affliction 
or  labours;  then  the  doctrine  of  the  horrible  pains  of  purga- 
tory is  as  false  as  it  is  uncomfortable.  To  these  words  we  add 
the  saying  of  Christ,  and  we  rely  upon  it ;  ''  He  that  heareth 
my  word,  and  believeth  on  him  that  sent  me,  hath  eternal 
life,  and  cometh  not  into  judgment,  but  passeth  from  death 
unto  life'.''    If  so,  then  not  into  the  judgment  of  purgatory: 
if  the  servant  of  Christ  passeth  from  death  to  life,  then 
not  from  death  to  the  terminable  pains  of  a  part  of  hell. 

b  Epist.  39.  ■  Kc?.  ziv.  15.  '  John,  v.  S4. 
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lliey  that  have  eternal  life,  suffer  no  intermedial  punishment, 
judgment,  or  condemnation  after  death ;  for  death  and  life 
are  the  whole  progression,  according  to  the  doctrine  of  Christ: 
and  Him  we  choose  to  follow. 


SECTION  V. 

VThe  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  is  so  far  from  being 
primitive  and  apostolic,  that  we  know  the  very  time  it 
began  to  be  owned  publicly  for  an  opinion,  and  the  very 
council  in  which  it  was  said  to  be  passed  into  a  public 
doctrine,  and  by  what  arts  it  was  promoted,  and  by  what 
persons  it  was  introduced. 

For  all  the  world  knows,  that  by  their  own  parties,  by 
Scotus*,  Ocham^  Briel%  Fisher,  bishop  of  Rochester  ^  and 
divers  others,  whom  Bellarmine  calls  *  most  learned  and  most 
acute  men*/  it  was  declared,  that  the  doctrine  of  transub- 
stantiation is  not  expressed  in  the  canon  of  the  Bible ;  that 
in  the  Scriptures  there  is  no  place  so  express,  as  (without 
the  church's  declaration)  to  compel  us  to  admit  of  transub- 
stantiation, and,  therefore,  at  least,  it  is  to  be  suspected 
of  novelty.  But  further,  we  know  it  was  but  a  disputable 
question  in  the  ninth  and  tenth  ages  after  Christ;  that  it 
was  not  pretended  to  be  an  article  of  faith,  till  the  Lateran 
council  in  the  time  of  pope  Innocent  III.,  one  thousand 
t^o  hundred  years,  and  more,  after  Christ ;  that  since  that 
pretended  determination  ^  divers  of  the  chiefest  teachers 
of  their  own  side  have  been  no  more  satisfied  of  the  ground 
of  it,  than  they  were  before ;  but  still  have  publicly  affirmed, 
that  the  article  is  not  expressed  in  Scripture ;  particularly, 
Johannes  deBassolis,  cardinal  Cajetan>,and  Melchior  Camus  i>, 
besides  those  above  reckoned :  and,  therefore,  if  it  was  not 

«  lo  4.  lib.  sent.  d.  11.  q.  S.  ^  Ibid.  q.  6. 

<  Lcct.  40.  in  can.  mtsne.  *  Cap.  1.  contr.  Captiv.  Babyl. 

*  De  Eochar.  lib.  iii.  cap.  15.  sect.  Secnndo  dicit, 
'  Ventre  torn  qnidem  malti  in  consnltationenii  ncc  decerni  tamcn  qnic- 
qnam  aperti  potnit  Platina  in  vita  Inuocen.  III. 
f  Apud  Suar.  Tom.  3.  disp.  46.  sect.  S. 
^  Loc.  com.  lib.  ii.  c.  com.  fund.  2* 
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expressed  in  Scripture/  it  will  be  too  clear,  that  they  made 
their  articles  of  their  own  heads :  for  they  could  not  declare 
it  to  be  tliere,  if  it  was  not ;  and  if  it  was  there  but  obscurely, 
then  it  ought  to  be  taught  accordingly ;  and,  at  most,  it 
could  be  but  a  probable  doctrine,  and  not  certain  as  an 
article  of  faith.  But  that  we  may  put  it  past  argument  and 
probability,  it  is  certain,  that  as  the  doctrine  was  not  taught 
in  Scripture  expressly:  so  it  was  not  at  all  taught  as  a 
catholic  doctrine,  or  an  article  of  tiie  faith  by  the  primitive 
ages  of  the  church. 

Now  for  this,  we  need  no  proof  but  the  confession  and 
acknowledgment  of  the  greatest  doctors  of  the  church  of 
Rome.  Scotus  says,  that  before  the  Lateran  council,  tran- 
substantiation  was  not  an  article  of  faith,  as  Bellarmine^ 
confesses ;  and  Henriquez  affirms,  that  Scotus  says,  it  was 
not  ancient ;  insomuch  that  Bellarmine  accuses  him  of  igno- 
rance, saying,  he  talked  at  that  rate,  because  he  had  not 
read  the  Roman  council,  under  pope 'Gregory  the  seventh, 
nor  that  consent  of  fathers  which  (to  so  little  purpose)  he 
had  heaped  together.  "  Rem  transubstantiationis  patres 
ne  attigisse  quidem,"  said  some  of  the  English  Jesuits  in 
prison^:  ''The  fathers  have  not  so  much  as  touched  or 
meddled  with  the  matter  of  transubstantiation ;"  and  in  Peter 
Lombard's  time,  it  was  so  far  from  being  an  article  of  faith, 
or  a  catholic  doctrine,  that  they  did  not  know  whether  it 
were  true  or  no :  and  after  he  had  collected  the  sentences  of 
the  fathers  in  that  article,  he  confessed,  he  could  not  tell 
whether  there  was  any  substantial  change  or  no.  His  words^ 
are  these :  **  If  it  be  inquired  what  kind  of  conversion  it  is, 
whether  it  be  formal  or  substantial,  or  of  another  kind  ?  I 
am  not  able  to  define  it :  only  I  know  that  it  is  not  formal, 
because  the  same  accidents  remain,  the  same  colour  and 
taste.  To  some  it  seems  to  be  substantial,  saying,  that  so 
the  substance  is  changed  into  the  substance,  that  it  is  done 
essentially.  To  which  the  former  authorities  seem  to  con- 
sent. But  to  this  sentence  others  oppose  these  things:  if 
the  substance  of  bread  and  wine  be  substantially  converted 
into  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ,  then  every  day  some 

I  Lib.  iii.  de  Eiicli.  c.  23.  sect.  UDom  tamen.  Snin.  lib.  viii.  c.  SO. 
^  DUcun.  modest,  p.  13.  *  Lib.  iv.  sent.  dial.  11.  lit.  a. 
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substance  is  made  the  body  or  blood  of  Christy  which 
before  was  not  the  body;  and  to-day  something  is  Christ's 
body,  which  yesterday  was  not;  and  every  day  Christ's  body 
is  increased,  and  is  made  of  such  matter  of  which  it  was  not 
made  in  the  conception:"  these  are  his  words,  which  we 
have  remarked,  not  only  for  the  argument's  sake  (though 
it  be  unanswerable),  but  to  give  a  plain  demonstration  that 
in  his  time  this  doctrine  was  new,  not  the  doctrine  of  the 
church :  and  this  was  written  but  about  fifty*"  years  before  it 
was  said  to  be  decreed  in  the  Lateran°  council,  and  therefore 
it  made  haste,  in  so  short  time,  to  pass  from  a  disputable 
opinion,  to  an  article  of  faith.  But  even  after  the  council, 
Durandus%  as  good  a  catholic,  and  as  famous  a  doctor  as 
any  was  in  the  church  of  Rome,  publicly  maintained,  that 
even  after  consecration,  the  very  matter  of  bread  remained  ? : 
and  although  he  says,  that  by  reason  of  the  authority  of 
the  church,  it  is  not  to  be  held ;  yet  it  is  not  only  possible 
it  should  be  so,  but  it  implies  no  contradiction  that  it  should 
be  Christ's  body,  and  yet  the  matter  of  bread  remain :  and 
if  this  might  be  admitted,  it  would  salve  many  difficulties^ 
which  arise  from  saying  that  the  substance  of  bread  does 
not  remain.  But  here,  his  reason  was  overcome  by  autho- 
rity, and  he  durst  not  a£Eirm  that  of  which  alone  he  was  able 
to  give  (as  he  thought)  a  reasonable  account.  But  by  this  it 
appears,  that  the  opinion  was  but  then  in  the  forge,  and 
by  all  their  understanding  they  could  never  accord  it ;  but 
still  the  questions  were  uncertain,  according  to  that  old 
distich ; 

Corpore  de  Cbristi  lis  est,  de  sanguine  lis  est, 
Deqae  modo  lis  est,  non  babitara  modani. 

And  the  opinion  was  not  determined  in  the  Lateran, 
as  it  is  now  held  at  Rome;  but  it  is  also  plain,  that  it  is  a 
stranger  to  antiquity.  "  De  transubstantiatione  panis  in 
corpus  Christi  rara  est  in  antiquis  scriptoribus  mentio,"  said 
Alphonsus  k  Castro  ^ :  '^  There  is  seldom  mention  made  in 
the  ancient  writers,  of  transubstantiating  the  bread  into 

"A.  D.  1160.  "A.D.  1215. 

tt  A.  D.  1270,  secnnd.  Bncliol.  8£d  secnndiiin  VoIatciTaiinm  13J5. 

P  In  lib.  iv.  sent.  dist.  11.  qii.  1.  sect.  Propter  tertium. 

4  De  Hasres.  lib.  vrti.  Verbo  Indulgentia. 
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Christ's  body." — ^We  know  the  modesty  and  interest  of  the 
man ;  he  would  not  have  said  it  had  been  '  seldom/  if  he 
coald  have  found  it  in  any  reasonable  degree  wananted; 
he  might  hare  said  and  justified  it,  '  There  was  no  mention 
at  all'  of  this  article  in  the  primitive  church:  and,  that  it 
was  a  mere  stranger  to  antiquity,  will  not  be  denied  by  any 
sober  person,  who  considers,  That  it  was  with  so  much 
uneasiness  entertained,  even  in  the  oorruptest  and  most 
degenerous  times,  and  argued  and  unsettled  almost  130O 
years  after  Christ 

And  that  it  was  so,  will  but  too  evidently  appear  by  that 
stating  and  resolution  of  this  question,  which  we  find  in  the 
canon  law.  For  Berengarius'  was,  by  pope  Nicolas,  com- 
manded to  recant  his  error  in  these  words,  and  to  a£Brm, 
''  Verum  corpus  et  sanguinem  Domini  nostri  Jesu  Christi 
sensualiter,  non  soliim  in  sacramento,  sed  in  veritate,  manibus 
sacerdotum  tractari,  frangi,  et  fidelium  dentibus  atteri;" 
''  That  the  true  body  and  blood  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ 
sensually,  not  only  in  sacrament|  but  in  truth,  is  handled 
by  the  priest's  hands,  and  broken  and  grinded  by  the  teeth 
of  the  faithful/'— *Now  although  this  was  publicly  read  at 
Rome,  before  an  hundred  and  fourteen  bishops,  and  by  the 
pope  sent  up  and  down  the  churches  of  Italy,  France,  and 
Germany,  yet  at  this  day  it  is  renounced  by  the  church  of 
Rome,  and  '  unless  it  be  well  expounded,*  says  the  Gloss, 
'  will  lead  into  a  heresy,  greater  than  what  Berengarius  was 
commanded  to  renounce ;'  and  no  interpretation  can  make  it 
tolerable,  but  such  an  one,  as  is  in  another  place  of  the 
canon  law,  "  Statuimus,"  t .  e.  ^*  Abrogamus ;"  nothing  but  a 
plain  denying  it  in  the  sense  of  pope  Nicolas.  But  however 
this  may  be,  it  is  plain  they  understood  it  not,  as  it  is  now 
decreed.  But  as  it  happened  to  the  Pelagians  in  the  begin- 
ing  of  their  heresy,  they  spake  rudely,  ignorantly,  and  easily 
to  be  reproved ;  but  being  ashamed  and  disputed  into  a  more 
sober  understanding  of  their  hypothesis,  spake  more  warily, 
but  yet  differently  from  what  they  said  at  first:  so  it  was  and 
is  in  this  question ;  at  first  they  understood  it  not ;  it  was 
too  unreasonable  in  any  tolerable  sense,  to  make  any  thing  of 
it ;  but  experience  and  necessity  hath  brought  it  to  what  it  is. 

'  Ctp.  Ego  Berensariut  de  ConaecraU  dist.  4. 
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Bat  that  this  doctrine  was  not  the  doctrine  of  the  first 
and  best  ages  of  the  church,  these  following  testimonies 
do  make  eyident.  The  words  of  TertuUian'  are  these; ''  The 
bread  being  taken  and  distributed  to  his  disciples,  Christ 
made  it  his  body,  saying,  this  is  my  body,  that  is,  the  figure 
of  my  body," 

The  same  is  affirmed  by  Justin  Martyr^:  the  bread  of 
the  eucharist  was  **  a  figure,  which  Christ  the  Lord  com- 
manded to  do  in  remembrance  of  his  passion." — Origen" 
calls  the  bread  and  the  chalice,  **  The  images  of  the  body 
and  blood  of  Christ :"  and  again,  ''  That  bread  which  is 
sanctified  by  the  word  of  God,  so  far  as  belongs  to  the 
matter  or  substance  of  it,  goes  into  the  belly,  and  is  cast 
away  in  the  secession"  or  separation;  which  to  affirm  of 
the  natural  or  glorified  body  of  Christ,  were  greatly  blas- 
phemous: and,  therefore,  the  body  of  Christ  which  the 
communicants  receive,  is  not  the  body  in  a  natural  sense, 
but  in  a  spiritual,  which  is  not  capable  of  any  such  accident, 
as  the  elements  are. 

Eusebius'  says,  That  **  Christ  gave  to  his  disciples  the 
symbols  of  Divine  economy,  commanding  the  image  and 
type  of  his  own  body  to  be  made :" — And^"  that  *'  the  apostte 
received  a  command  according  to  the  constitution  of  the 
New  Testament,  to  make  a  memory  of  this  sacrifice  upon  the 
table  by  the  symbols  of  his  body  and  healthful  blood." 

St.  Macarius"  says.  That  ''  in  the  church  is  offered 
bread  and  wine,  the  antitype  of  his  flesh  and  of  his  blood, 
and  they  that  partake  of  the  bread  that  appears,  do  spiritually 
eat  the  flesh  of  Christ."  By  which  words  the  sense  of  the 
above  cited  fathers  is  explicated.  For  when  they  affirm, 
that  in  this  sacrament  is  ofiered  the  figure,  the  image,  the 
antitype  of  Christ's  body  and  blood,  although  they  speak 
perfectly  against  transubstantiation,  yet  they  do  not  deny 
the  real  and  spiritual  presence  of  Christ's  body  and  blood ; 
which  we  all  believe  as  certainly,  as  that  it  is  not  transub- 
stantiated or  present  in  a  natural  and  carnal  manner. 

The  same  thing  is  also  fully  explicated  by  the  good 

*  Adver.  Blarcton.  lib.  iv.  c.  40.  <  Contr.  Trypb.  Jiid. 

"  In  dialog,  cont.  Marcion.  coll«ctU  ex  Maximo,  tempore  Commodi  et 
Severi  Imp.  in  Ma.  l. 

*  Demonst.  Evang.  lib.  i.  c.  1.  '  Et  cap.  nit,  >  Homil.  t7. 
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St.  Ephrem  >;  '*  The  body  of  Christ,  received  by  the  faithfiil, 
departs  not  from  his  sensible  substance,  and  is  undivided 
from  a  spiritual  grace.  For  even  baptism  being  wholly 
made  spiritual,  and  being  that  which  is  the  same,  and  proper, 
of  the  sensible  substance,  I  n^ean,  of  water,  saves,  and  that 
which  is  bom,  doth  not  perish." 

St.  Crregory  Nazianzen^  spake  so  expressly  in  this 
question,  as  if  he  had  undertaken  on  purpose  to  confute 
the  article  of  Trent.  "  Now  we  shall  be  partakers  of  the 
paschal  supper,  but  still  in  figure,  though  more  clear  than  in 
the  old  law.  For  the  legal  passover  (I  will  not  be  afraid  to 
speak  it)  was  a  more  obscure  figure  of  a  figure." 

St.  Chrysostom^  affirms  dogmatically,  '*  That  before  the 
bread  is  sanctified,  we  name  it  bread ;  but  the  Divine  grace 
sanctifying  it  by  the  means  of  the  priest,  it  is  freed  from 
the  name  of  bread,  but  it  is  esteemed  worthy  to  be  caDed  the 
Lord's  body,  although  the  nature  of  bread  remains  in  it." 
And  again :  ''  As  thou  eatest  the  body  of  the  Lord ;  so  they 
(the  faithful  in  the  Old  Testament)  did  eat  manna ;  as  thoa 
drinkest  blood,  so  they  the  water  of  the  rock.  For  though 
the  things  which  are  made,  be  sensible,  yet  they  are  given 
spiritually,  not  according  to  the  consequence  of  nature,  but 
according  to  the  grace  of  a  gift ;  and  with  the  body  they 
also  nourish  the  soul,  leading  unto  faith'." 

To  these  very  many  more  might  be  added ;  but  instead 
of  them,  the  words  of  St.  Austin  may  suffice,  as  being  an 
evident  conviction  what  was  the  doctrine  of  the  jmrnitive 
church  in  this  question.  This  great  doctor*  brings  in  Clirist 
thus  speaking  as  to  his  disciples :  **  You  are  not  to  eat  this 
body  which  you  see,  or  to  drink  that  blood  which  my 
crucifiers  shall  pour  forth:  I  have  commended  to  you  a 
sacrament,  which,  being  spiritually  understood,  shall  quicken 
you:"  and  again';  **  Christ  brought  them  to  a  banquet,  in 
which  he  commended  to  his  disciples  the  figure  of  his  body 
and  blood.  For  he  did  not  doubt  to  say,  *  This  is  my  body,' 
when  he  gave  the  sign  of  his  body :"  and<,  **  That  which  by 

*  Dc  ncris  Antiocb.  legibns  apad  Pbotiom,  lib.  i.  c.  229. 
^  Orat.  2.  in  Pasch. 

*  Ep.  ad  Cass,  coat  fasres.  ApoUinarii,  cit.  per  DamasccB.  et  per  collect, 
lentcii.  Patnim  coat.  Severianos,  edit,  per  Turraanmn. 

*  Homil.  23.  io  1  Cor.      '  In  Psal.  xcviii.      '  Cont.  AduaantiiUB,  c;  If. 
t  Lib.  K.  cont.  Faust  Manicli. 
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all  men  is  called  a  sacrifice,  is  the  sign  of  the  troe  sacrifice, 
io  which  the  fiesh  of  Christ,  after  his  assumption,  is  celebrated 
by  the  sacrament  of  remembrances. 

But,  in  this  particular,  the  canon  law^  itself,  and  the 
Master  of  the  Sentences,  are  the  best  witnesses ;  in  both  which 
collections  there  are  divers  testimonies  brought,  especially 
from  St.  Ambrose  and  St.  Austin,  which  whosoever  can  re- 
concile with  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  may  easily 
put  the  hyena  uid  a  dog,  a  pigeon  and  a  kite,  into  couples, 
and  make  fire  and  water  enter  into  natural  and  eternal 
friendships. 

Theodoret  and  Pope  Gelasius  speak  more  emphatically, 

even  to  the  nature  of  things,  and  the  very  philosophy  of  this 

question.    **  Christ  honoured  the  symbols  and  the  signs," 

saith  Theodoret  ^  **  which  are  seen,  with  the  title  of  his  body 

and  blood,  not  changing  the  nature,  but  to  nature  adding 

grace/'    ''For  neither^  do  the  mystical  signs  recede  from 

their  nature ;  for  they  abide  in  their  proper  substance,  figure, 

and  form,  and  may  be  seen  and  touched,"  8ic.    And  for  a 

tetimony  that  shall  be  esteemed  infallible,  we  allege  the 

words  of*  Pope  Gelasius';  ''Truly  the  sacraments  of  the 

body  and  blood  of  Christ,  which  we  receive,  are  a  Diving 

thing ;  for  that  by  them  we  are  made  partakers  of  the  Diving 

nature;  and  yet  it  ceases  not  to  be  the  substance  or  nature 

of  bread  and  wine.     And  truly  an  image  and  simililnide  of 

the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  are  celebrated  in  the  action  of 

the  mysteries".'* 

Now,  from  these  premises-  we  are  not  desirous  to  infer 
any  odious  consequences  in  reproof  of  the  Roman  ohurch^ 
but  we  think  it  our  duty  to  give  our  own  people  caution  and 
admonition;  1.  That  they  be  not  abused  by  the  rhetorical 
words  and  high  expressions,  alleged  out  of-  the  fathers, 
calling  the  sacrament,  'The  body  or  the  flesh  of  Christ.' 
For  we^all  believe  it  is  so,  and  rejoice  in  it.  But  the  ques- 
tion is, — After  what  manner  it  is  so; — whether  after  the 

^  De  Cofuecnt.  dist.  f .  cap.  Qui  mandacant :  et  cap.  Prima  qaidieiii :  et 
cap.  Nob  bac  eorpos;  et  cap.  Ut  quid  paras.  Sentent  lib.  it.  diiU  11. 

'  Dialog,  i.  c.  8.  ^  Dial.  ii.  c.  44.       ,    ^ 

*  De  dnabot  Natuna  contra  Eutycb.  et  Nestor. 

■Videator  Pichorellas  io  Disiert.  de  MisM  et  Ezpositione  ferbomm 
iastitotionis  cctjaa  Domini. 
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XBftimtr  of  ilie  fleBh,  or  after  the  manner  of  spiritual  gmoey 
and  eacramental  consequence?  We,  with  the  holy  Sorip- 
tures  and  the  primitive  fathers,  affirm  the  latter.  The  church 
of  Rome,  against  the  vords  of  Scripture,  and  the  explication 
of  Christ",  and  the  doctrine  of  the  primitive  churchy  affirm 
the  former.  2.  That  they  be  careful  not  to  admit  such  doc- 
trines under  a  pretence  of  being  ancient;  since,  although 
the  Roman  error  hath  been  too  long  admitted,  and  is  ancient 
in  respect  of  our  days,  yet  it  is  an  innovation  in  Christianity, 
and  brought  in  by  ignorance,  power,  and  superstition,  very 
many  ages  after  Christ  3.  We  exhort  them%  that  they 
remember  the  words  of  Christ,  when  he  explicates  the  doc- 
trine of '  giving  us  his  flesh  for  meat,  and  his  blood  for  drink,' 
that  he  tells  us, '  The  flesh  profiteth  nothing,  but  the  words 
which  he  speaks,  are  spirit,  and  they  are  life.' 

4.  That  if  those  ancient  and  primitive  doctors,  above 
cited,  say  true,  and  that  the  symbols  still  remain  the  same 
in  their  natural  substance  and  p^opertie^  even  after  they 
are  blessed,  and  when  they  are  received,  and  that  Christ's 
body  and  blood  are  only  present  to  fiuth  and  to  the  spirit, 
that  then  whoever  tempts  them  to  give  Divine  honour  to 
these  symbols  or  elements  (as  the  church  of  Ronpue  doesj, 
tempts  them  to  give  to  a  creature  the  due  and  incommuni- 
cable propriety  of  God ;  and  that  then  this  evil  passes  further 
than  w,  eiTor  in  the  understanding ;  for  it  carries  them  to  a 
dangerous  practice,  which  cannot  reasonably  be  excused  from 
the  crime  of  idolatry.    To  conclude  :— 

This  matter,  of  itsdC  is  an  error  so  prodigiously  great 
and  dangerous,  that  we  need  not  tell  of  the  horrid  and  blafr> 
phemous  questions,  which  are  sometimes  handled  by  them 
concerning  this  Divine  mystery.  As  if  a  priest  ^oing  by  a 
baker's  shop,  and  saying  with  intention,  'Hop  est  coqpna 
meum,'  whether  all  the  baker's  bread  be  turned  into  the 
body  of  Christ?  Whether  a  church-mouse  does  eat  her 
Maker  ?  Whether  a  man,  by  eating  the  consecrated  symbols, 
does  break  his  fast?  For  if  it  be  not  bread  and  wine,  he 
does  not:  and  if  it  be  Christ's  body  and  blood  naturally  and 
property,  it  is  not  bread  and  wine.  Whether  it  may  be  said, 
the  priest  is,  in  some  sense,  the  creator  of  God  himself? 

■  John,  vi.  d5.  •  Ubi  mpnu 
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Whether  his  power  be  greater  than  the  power  of  angels  ftnd 
aithsmgels  ?  For  that  it  is  so,  is  expressly  affirmed  by  Gasse- 
lUfensi'.  Whether  (ad  a  Bohemian  priest  said)  that '  a  priest 
before  he  said  his  first  mass,  be  the  Son  of  God,  but  aller^ 
ward  he  is  the  father  of  God  and  the  creator  of  his  body  V 
But  against  this  blasphemy,  a  book  was  written  by  John 
HusSy  about  the  time  of  the  council  of  Constance.  But 
these  things  are  too  bad,  and  therefore  we  love  not  to  rake 
in  so  filthy  channels,  but  give  only  a  general  warning  to  all 
our  charges,  to  take  heed  of  such  persons,  who,  from  th^ 
proper  consequences  of  their  articles,  glrow  too  bold  and 
extravagant ;  and,  of  such  doctrines  froitai  whence  thiei^  aiid 
many  other  evil  propositions,  ^>Jcu  ucutcu,  frequently  do  issue^ 
As  Ae  tree  is,  such  must  be  the  fruit.  But  we  hope  it  may 
be  sufficient  to  say,  1.  That  what  the  church  of  Home  teaehes 
of  transubstantiation,  is  absolutely  impossible,  and  implies 
contradictions  very  many ;  to  the  belief  of  whicb'  no  faith 
ean  oblige  us,  and  no  reason  can  endure.  For  Christ's  body 
being  in  heaven,  glorious,  spiritual,  and  impassible,  cannot 
be  broken.  And  since  by  the  Roman  doctrine  nothing  is 
broken  but  that  which  cannot  be  broken,  that  is,  the  coloui*, 
the  taste,  and  other  accidents  of  die  element :  yet  if  they 
could  be  broken,  since  the  accidents  of  bread  and  wine  are 
not  the  substance  of  Christ's  body  and  blood ;  it  is  certain 
that,  on  the  altar,  Christ's  body  naturally  and  properly  cannot 
be  broken.  And,  2.  Since  they  say,  tJiat  every  consecrated 
wafer  is  Christ's  whole  body,  and  yet  this  wafer  is  not  thaC 
wafer ;  tlierefore  either  this  or  that  is  not  Christ's  body,  or 
ebe  Christ  hath  two  bodies,  for  there  are  two  wafers.  Bnt^ 
3.  when  Christ  instituted  the  sacrament,  and  said,  ^  This  is 
my  body,  which  is  Ivokea ;'  because,  at  that  time,  Cfari8t'0 
body  was  not  broken  naturally  and  properly,  the  very  words 
of  institution  do  force  us  to  understand  the  sacrament  in  a 
tense  not  natural,  but  spiritual,  tiiat  is,  truly  sacraments. 
4*  And  all  this  is  besides  the  plain  demonstmtions  of  sense, 
which  tetk  us,  it  is  bread  and  it  is  wine  naturally  as  mteh 
after  as  before  consecration.  And  after  all,  5.  the  natural 
sense  i»  such  as  our  bkssed  Saviour  reproved  in  the  men  of 
Capernaum,  and  called  them  to  -spiritual  understanding;  tiie 

r  Gloria  Mmrfi  4<  Oi «. 
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natural  sense  being  not  only  unreasonable  and  impossible; 
but  also  to  no  purpose  of  the  spirit,  or  any  ways  perfective 
of  the  soul;  as  hath  been  clearly  demonstrated  by  many 
learned  men,  against  the  fond  hypothesis  of  the  church  of 
Rome  in  this  article. 


SECTION  VI. 

Our  next  instance  of  the  novelty  of  the  Roman  religion, 
in  their  articles  of  division  from  us,  is  that  of  the  half- 
oommnnion.  For  they  deprive  the  people  of  the  chalice, 
IUkI  dismember  the  institution  of  Christ,  and  prevaricate  his 
express  law  in  this  particular,  and  recede  from  the  practice 
of  the  apostles ;  and  though  they  confess  it  was  the  practice 
of  the  primitive  church,  yet  they  lay  it  aside,  and  curse  all 
them  Uiat  say  they  do  amiss  in  it ;  that  is,  they  curse  them 
who  follow  Christ,  and  his  apostles,  and  his  church,  while 
themsel?es  deny  to  follow  them. 

Now  for  this  we  need  no  other  testimony  but  their  own 
words  in  the  council  of  Constance* :  ''  Whereas,  in  ceFtain 
parts  of  the  world,  some  temerariously  presume  to  affirm, 
that  the  Christian  people  ought  to  receive  the  sacrament  of 
the  eucharist,  under  both  kinds  of  bread  and  wine,  and  do 
every  where  communicate  the  laity  not  only  in  bread  but  in 
wine  also ;" Hence  it  is  that  the  council  decrees  and  de- 
fines against  this  error,  *'  that  although  Christ  instituted  after 
supper,  and  administered  this  venerable  sacrament  under  both 

kinds  of  bread  and  wine,  yet  notwithstanding  this,  &c. : 

And  although  in  the  primitive  church,  this  sacrament  was. 
received  of  the  faithful  under  both  kinds.  &c." — Here  is  the 
acknowledgment,  both  of  Christ's  institution  in  both  kinds, 
and  Christ's  ministering  it  in  both  kinds,  and  the  practice  oC 
the  primitive  church  to  give  it  in  both  kinds :  yet  the  con-^ 
elusion  from  these  premises  is ;  ''  We  command,  under  the 
pain  of  excommunication,  that  no  priest  communicate  the 
people  under  both  kinds  of  bread  and  wine."  The  oppo- 
sition is  plain  :  **  Christ's  testament  ordains  it;  the  church  o£ 
Rome  forbids  it:  it  Was  the  primitive  custom  to  obey  Christ 

*  Concil.  CoDstaaf.  wtu.  15. 
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in  this ;  a  later  custom  is  by  the  church  of  Rome  introddc^' 
to  the  contrary."  To  say  that  the  first  practice  and  ihstitu-- 
tion  is  necessary  to  be  followed,  is  called  heretical :  to  refuse 
the  later  snbintroduced  custom  incurs  the  sentence  of  ex* 
communication :  and  this  they  have  passed  not  only  into  a 
law,  but  into  an  article  of  faith ;  and  if  this  be  not '  teaching 
for  doctrines  the  commandments  of  men/  and  worshipping 
God  in  vain  with  men's  traditions ;  then  there  is,  and  there 
was,  and  there  can  be,  no  such  thing  in  the  world. 

So  that  now  the  question  is  not.  Whether  this  doctrine 
and  practice  be  an  innovation,  but  whether  it  be  not  better- 
it  should  be  so?  Whether  it  be  not  better  to  drink  new 
wine  than  old  ?  Whether  it  be  not  better  to  obey  man  than 
Christ,  'who  is  God  blessed  for  ever?'  Whether  a  late 
custom  be  not  to  be  preferred  before  the  ancient  ?  A  custonf 
dissonant  from  the  institution  of  Christ,  before  that  which* 
is  wholly  consonant  to  what  Christ  did  and  taught?  This  ui 
such  a  bold  affirmative  of  the  church  of  Rome,  that  nothing 
can  suffice  to  rescue  us  from  an  amazement  in  the  conside-^ 
ration  of  it :  especially  since,  although  the  institution  itself; 
being  the  only  warranty  and  authority  for  what  we  do,  is,  of 
itself,  our  rule  and  precept  (according  to  that  of  the  lawyer  ^^ 
**  Institutiones  sunt  prsBceptiones  quibus  instituuntur  et  do- 
centur  homines)  /'  yet  besides  this,  Christ  added  preceptive 
words,  *  Drink  ye  all,  of  this^ :'  he  spake  it  to  all  that  re- 
ceived^ who  then  also  represented  all  them,  who  for  ever 
after  were  to  remember  Christ's  death. 

But  concerning  the  doctrine  of  antiquity  in  this  point; 
although  the  council  of  Constance  confess  the  question,  yet 
since  that  time  they  have  *^  taken  on  them  a  new  confidence, 
and  affirm,  that  the  half-communion  was  always,  more  or  leser, 
the  practice  of  the  most  ancient  times." — ^We  therefore  think 
it  fit  to  produce  testimonies  concurrent  with  the  saying  of 
the  council  of  Constance,  such  as  are  irrefragiEible,  and  of 
persons  beyond  exception.  Cassander''  affirms,  ''That,  in 
the  Latin  church,  for  above  a  thousand  years,  the  body  of 
Christ,  and  the  blood  of  Christ,  were  separately  given,  the 
body  apart,  and  the  blood  apart,  after  the  consecration  of  the 


^  Acconins,  Pnefat.  super  Institnt.  Justin.  <  Mat.  xxvi.  27. 

*  Consult  sect.  S2. 
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myBtoiiet." — So  Aquinas*  also  sffinns;  ^'According  to  tlie 
ancient  custom  of  the  chorch,  all  men  as  they  coaumuucated 
in  the  body,  so  they  commiinicated  in  the  Uood ;  which  also, 
to  this  day,  is  kept  in  some  chun^hes/'— And  therefoie 
Paschasins  Rathb^tus' resolves  it  dogmatically,  ''That  nei- 
ther the  flesh  without  the  blood,  nor  the  blood  without  the 
flesh,  is  righdy  communicated;  because  the  aposdes  all  of 
them  did  drink  of  the  cht^lice."  And  Salmerops  being  forced 
by  the  evidence  of  the  thingi  ingenuously  and  openly  cotv- 
fesses,  ''  That  it  was  a  general  custom  to  communicate  the 
liaty  under  both  kinds." 

It  was  so,  and  it  was  more :  there  was  anciently  a  law 
for  it,  ''Aut  integra  sacramenta  percipiant,  aut  ab  integris 
arceantur,"  said  Pope  Gelasius  \  Either  all  or  none ;  *  let  them 
receive  in  both  kinds,  or  in  neither;'  and  he  gives  tbiii  reason; 
*'  Quia  divisio  unius  et  ejnsdem  mysterii  sine  grandi  saorilagio 
non  potest  pervenire :"  **  The  mystery  is  but  on^  and  the 
same,  and  therefore  it  cannot  be  divided  without  great  sac 
crilege.''  The  reason  concludes  as  much  of  the  recaiver  as 
the  consecrator,  and  speaks  of  all  indefinitely. 

Thus  it  is  ac^owledged  to  have  beep  i|i  tbe  Li^tin  church ', 
and  thus  we  see  it  ought  to  haye  bean :  and  for  the  Greek 
church  there  is  no  question ;  for  even  to  this  day  they  com- 
municate th6  people  in  the  chalice.  But  this  case  is  so 
plain,  and  there  are  such  clear  testimonies  out  of  the  fathers 
recorded  in  their  own  canon-law ;  that  nothing  can  obscure 
it,  but  to  use  too  many  words  about  it.  W^  therefore  do 
exhort  our  people  to  take  care,  that  they  sufier  not  them- 
selves to  be  robbed  of  their  portion  of  Christ»  as  he  is 
pleased  sacramentally  and  graciously  to  communioate  himself 
unto  us. 

•  Oanunen.  Is  6.  Job.  kcL  7.  '  Qe  corp.  et  aug.  Donuai,  ck  9« 

V  Tract  25. 

^  A  pud  Oratian.  de  Comecrat.  d»t  f .  cap.  Comperimns. 

\  Vide  OclMgav.  de  Sacr.  Tract.  S.  de  Eacbar.  q.  is»  De  Cooacera^ 
ditt  f.  e.  Si  son  wnt,  et  ciy>.  Q«ia  pMts»»  et  oa|iu  Pfis»a  qtudcn^  tt  c«m 
TsiM  ci»|  ct  cap.  Accesaeniut 
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SECTION  VII. 

As  the  drareb  of  Rome  does  great  injury  to  Christendomi' 
in  taking  from  the  people  tvhat  Christ  gave  them  in  the 
matter  of  die  sacrament;  so  she  also  deprives  them  of  very 
much  of  the  benefit,  which  they  might  receive  by  their  holy 
prayers,  if  they  were  suffered  to  pray  in  phblic  in  a  Isngtiage 
they  understand.  Biit  that  is  denied  to  the  common  people, 
to  tiieir  tery  great  prejudice  and  injmy. 

Concerning  which,  although  it  is  as  possible  to  reconcile 
adultery  with  the  seventh  commandment,  Os  service  in  a  lan- 
guage aot  understood  to  the  fourteenth  chapter  of  the  first 
epistle  to  the  Corinthians ;  and  that  therefore  if  we  can  sup- 
pose, that  the  apostoKeal  age  did  follow  the  apostolicarrule,  it 
most  be  concluded,  that  the  practice  of  the  church  of  Rome 
k  contrary  to  the  practice  of  the  primitive. church :  yet  be* 
sides  this,  we  hav6  thought  fit  to  declare  ihe  plain  sense  and 
practice  of  the  sneeeeding  ages,  in  a  t^  t^stimolaes,  but  i6 
^rdgnant,;  as  not  to  be  avoided. 

Origen*  affirms,  that ''  the  Oredans,  in  their  prayers,  use 
Ike  Greek, — and  the  Romans,  the  Romah  lai^tmge;  and  M 
every  one^  according  to  his  tongue,  ^rayeth  unto  Ood,  and 
praiseth  hiiti  as  he  is  able/'  St.  Chrysostom,  urging  the 
precept  of  the  apostle  for  prayers  in  a  language  understood 
by  the  hearer,  affirms  that  which  is  but  reasonaUe,  leaying; 
''  If  a  man  speaiks  in  the  Persiim  tongue,  and  understand^ 
not  what  himself  says,  to  himsdif  he  is  a  Barbarian,-  wmi 
therefore  so  he  is  to  him  that  undertitands  no  more  than  he 
does."  And  what  profit  can  he  receive,  who  hears  a  soundy 
attd  diseems  it  not?  It  were  as  good  he  were  absent  atf 
present :  for  if  he  be  the  better  to  be  there,  because  he  sees 
what  is  done,  and  guesses  at  something  in  general,  and  con« 
sents^  to  him  that  ministers :  it  is  true,  this  may  be,  but  this 
therefore  is  so,  because  he  understands  something ;  but  he  is 
only  so  far  benefited  as  he  understands;  and  therefore  all 
that  which  is  not  understood,  does  him  no  more  benefit  that 

•  Lib.  Till,  contrm  CelMvi. 

b  Affectns  consequitar  iotclleetnin ;  obi  aatem  nvUoi  eaniid  renmi,  qtm 
pctoiitiir  vel  dicnntar,  babetor  iBtcHcctst,  ant  gencraliter  tantnm  f  ibl  cxi- 
gmiB  aiMirgit  affectoi.— ^spt.  Imi,  hmtbI.  torn.  1.  lib.  is.  c*  3#w  qi  S* 
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is  presenti  than  to  him  that  is  absent,  and  consents  to  the 
prayers  in  general,  and  to  what  is  done  for  all  faithful  people. 
But  "  if  indeed  ye  meet  for  the  edification  of  the  church, 
those  things  ought  to  be  spoken  which  the  hearers  under- 
stand/* said  St.  Ambrose : — and  so  it  was  in  the  primitiTe 
church ;  "  blessings,  and  all  other  things  in  the  churdi>  were 
done  in  the  vulgar  tongue,  saith  Lyra^;''  nay,  not  only  the 
public  prayejcs,  but  the  whole  BiUe,  was  anciently,  by  many 
translations,  made  At  for  the  people's  use.  St.  Jerome^ 
affirms,  that  himself  translated  the  Bible  into  the  Babnatian 
tongue ;  and  Ulphilas",  a  bishop  among  the  Goths,  translated 
it  into  the  Gothic  tongue ;  and  that  it  was  translated  into  all 
languages,  we  are  told  by  St.  Chrysostom',  St.  Ausdns, 
and  Theodoret\ 

'.  But  although  what  twenty  fathers  say,  can  make  a  thing 
no  more  certain  than  if  St.  Paul  had  alone  said  it,  yet  both 
St.  Paul  and  the  fathers  are  frequent  to  tell  us,  that  a  service 
or  prayers  in  an  unknown  tongue,  do  not  edify :  so  St.  BanlS 
St  Chrysostom^,  St.  Ambrose',  and  St.  Austin*;  and  this  is 
consented  to  by  Aquinas",  Lyra*,  and  Cassander':  and  be-^ 
sides  that  these  doctors  affirm,  that  in  the  primitive  church 
the  priest  and  people  joined  in  their  prayers,  and  understood 
each  other,  and  pmyed  in  their  mother-tongue:  we  find  « 
story  (how  true  it  is,  let  them  look  to  it,  but  it  is)  toM  by  MaeuB 
Sylvius^  who  was  afterwards  Pope' Pius  II.,  that  when  Cy- 
rillus,  bishop  of  the  Moravians,  and  Methodius,  had  converted 
the  Slavonians,  Cyril  being  at  Rome,  desired  leave  to  use  the 
language  of  that  nation  in  their  Divine  offices.  Concerning 
which,  when  they  were  disputing,  a  voice  was  heard,  as  if 
firom  heaven,  '  Let  every  spirit  praise  the  Lord,  and  every 
tongue  confess  unto  him : '  upon  which  it  was  granted  ac- 
cording to  the  bishop's  desire.  But  now  they  are  not  so 
kind  at  Rome :  aqd  althovgh  the  fathers  at  Trent  confessed 


<:  Jn  1  Cor,  xit-     -    -  ^  Epist.  iid  Sopbroo^ 

•  Soiom.  lib.  vi.  bi^t.  c.  27.  ^  Hoiii.  1.  in  8.  Joan. 

t  De  Doctr.  Cbriit.  c.  '5.  ^  Serm.  5.  de  Graecar.  tficct.  carat, 

•  Lib.  Qoi'cx  var.  Script,  locis,  q.  f78. 

^  In  1  Cor.  bom.  55.  '  Super  1  Cor.  xiv. 

>■  Saper.  Psal.  zviii.  cou.  9.  ■  In  l  Cor.  xiv. 

•  Ibid.  f  Litnrg.  c.  18. 
9  Htstor.  Bobf  ■!«  c.  15. 
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in  tbeir  decree,  that  the  maea  contains  in  it  gi*eat  matter  of 
erudition  and  edification  of  the  pieople,  yet  they  did  not  think 
it  fit,  that  it  should  be  said  in  .the  vulgar  tongue :  so  diat 
it  is  very  good  food,  but  it  must  be  locked  up ;  it  is  an 
excellent  candle,  but  it  must  be  put  under  a  bushel :  and  now 
the  question  is.  Whether  it  be  fit  that  the  people  pray  so  as 
to  be  edified  by  it?  or.  Is  it  better  that  they  be  at  the 
prayers,  when  they  shall  not  be  edified  ?  Whether  it  be  not 
as  good  to  have  a  dumb  priest  to  do  mass/  as  one  that  hath 
a  tongne  to  say  it  ?.  For  he  that  hath  no  tongue,  and  ha 
that  hath  none  to  be  understood,  is  alike  insignificant  to  me« 
*'  Quid  prodest  locutionum  integritas,  quam  non  sequitur  in-^ 
iellectos  audientis?  cum  loquendi  nulla  sit  causa,  si  quod 
loquimnr  non  intelligunt,  propter  quos  ut  intelligant,  loqui* 
mnr,"  said  St.  Austin' :  *'  What  does  it  avail,  that  man  speaks' 
all,  if  the  hearers  understand  none?  and  there  is  no  cause 
why  a  man  sbouki  speak  at  ^11,  if  they,  for  whose  under- 
standing yon  do  speak,  understand  it  not."  God  uoderstandff 
the  priest's  thoughts,  when  he  speaks  not,  as  well  as  when 
be  speaks;  he  hears  the  prayer  of  the  heart,  and  sees  the 
word  of  the  mind,  and  a  dumb  priest  can  do  all  the  cere- 
monies, and  make  the  signs ;  and  he  that  speaks  aloud  to 
them  that  understand  him  not,  does  no  more.  Now,  since 
there  is  no  use  of  vocal  prayer  in  public,  hot  that  all  together 
may  signify  their  desires,  and  stir  up  one  another,  and  join 
in  the  expression  of  them  to  God  by  this  device,-^a  man  who 
understands  not  what  is  said;  can  only  pray  with  his  lips : 
for  the  heart  cannot  pray  but  by  desiring,  and  it  cannot 
desire  what  it  understands  not.  So  that,  in  this  case,  prayer 
cannot  be  an  act  of  the  soul :  there  is  neither  affection  nor 
understanding,  notice  or  desire :  the  heart  says  nodiing,  and 
asks  for  nothing,  and  therefore  receives  nothing.  Solomon 
csills  that  **  the  sacrifice  of  fools,"  when  men  consider  not ; 
and  they  who  understand  not  what  is  said,  cannot  take  it 
into  considetatien.  But  there  needs  no  more  to  be  said  in 
so  plain  a  case.  We  end  this  with  the  words  of  the  civil 
and  canOn  law.  Justinian,  the  emperor,  made  a  law  in  these 
words,  '*  We  will  and  command,  that  all  bishops  and  priests 
celebrate  the  sacred  oblation,   and  the  prayers  thereunito 

'  De  Duct.  Christ  lib.  iv.  c.  tO. 
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added  in  holy  baptism ;  not  in  a  low  rmot^  bot  with  a  looA 
and  clear  Toice,  which  'may  be  keard  by  the  fluthfid  people ;" 
that  is,  be  understood/  for  so  it  follows  s  **  that  thereby  the 
minds  of  the  hearen  may  be  raised  Qp»  with  grealo'  devotion, 
to  set  forth  the  praises  of  the  Lord  God ;  for  so  the  apostle 
teacbeth  in  the  first  to  the  Corinthians."  It  is  tme,  that 
this  law  was  razed  out  of  the  Latin  yersicms  of  Justinian. 
The  fraud  and  design  was  too  palpable,  but  it  prevailed  bo- 
Aing ;  for  it  is  acknowledged  by  Cassander  and  Bellannine^ 
and  is  in  the  Greek  copies  of  Holoander^ 

The  canon4aw  is  also  most  express,  from  an  authority  of 
no  less  than  a  pope  and  a  general  council^  as  themselTes 
esteem ;  Innocent  IIL,  in  the  great  council  of  Lateian  %  above 
one  thousand  two  hundred  years  after  Christ,  in  these  wovds : 
**  Because,  in  most  parts,  within  the  same  city  and  diocese, 
the  people  of  divers  tongues  are  mixed  together,  having, 
under  one  and  the  same  faith,  divers  ceremonies  and  ritca^ 
we  straitly  charge  and  command,  that  the  bishops  of  sneh 
dties  and  dioceses  provide  men  fit,  who  may  celebrate 
IKviae  service  according  to  the  diversity  of  ceremeniea  and 
languages,  and  admioisler  the  sacraments  of  the  diurch, 
instructing  them^  both  by  word  and  by  example.*' 

Now  if  the  words  of  the  apostle,  and  the  practice  of  the 
primitive  church,  the  sayings  of  the  fathers,  and  the  eon* 
fesBons  of  wise  inen  amongst  themselves ;  if  the  consent 
ef  nations,  and  the  {nety  of  our  forefathers ;  if  right  reason^ 
and  the  necessity  of  the  thing ;  if  the  needs  of  tliKS  ignoianty 
and  the  very  inseparable  conditions  of  holy  prayen;  if  the 
laws  of  princes,  and  the  laws  of  the  church,  which  do  reipure 
all  our  prayers  to  be  said  by  them,  that  understand  what 
they  say;  if  all  these  cannot  prevail  with  the  chorch  of 
BxMse  to  do  so  much  good  to  die  people's  souls,  as  to  oo»^ 
sent  they  should  understand  what  in  particular  they  are  t& 
ask  of  God :  oertaiidy  there  is  a  great  pertinacity  of  opinion,, 
and  but  a  little  charity  to  those  precious  seub«  for  wham 
Christ  died,  and  for  whom  they  must  give  account 

Indeed  the  old  Tuscan  rites,  and  the  soothaayings  of  the 
Salian  priests,  '  Vix  sacerdotibus  snis  inteUecta,  sed  ijam 

>  Ne^cl.  ltd.  *  Dc  MisM.  lib.  ii.  c.  IS.  Beet,  ad  Ndvcllttii. 

"  Cap.  9. 
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moiori  TetGit  religio/  were  scarce  undeiBtood  by  their  priests 
themBehres^  bot  their  religion  forbad  to  change  them  *.  Thus 
anciendy  did  the  Osaeni  ^,— heretics,  of  whom  Epiphanius 
teUs,— and  the  Heracleonitn,  of  whom  St.  Anstin  giTes  ao» 
coont;  they  taaght  to  pray  with  obscure  words:  and  some 
others,  in  Clemeus  Alexandrimis,  supposed,  that  words  spoken 
in  a  barbarous  or  unknown  tongue,  ivvarurifof,  *  are  more 
powerful.'  The  Jews  also,  in  their  synagogues  at  this  day, 
feed  Hebrew,  which  the  people  but  rarely  understand ;  and  the 
Turks,  in  their  mosques,  read  Arabick,  of  which  the  people 
know  nothing.  But  Christians  neyer  did  so,  till  they  of 
Rome  resolved  to  refuse  >to  do  benefit  to  the  souls  of  the 
people  in  this  instance,  or  to  bring  them  from  intolerable 
ignorance. 


SECTION  VIII. 


Tas  dnirch  of  Rome  hath,  to  very  bad  purposes,  introduced 
imd  imposed  upon  Christendom  the  worship  and  reneration 
of  images,  kissing  them,  pulling  off  their  hats,  kneeling, 
falling  down  and  praying  before  them,  which  they  call 
<  GiTing  them  due  honour  and  renerstion/  What  extemal 
honour  and  veneration  that  is,  which  they  caU  '  due,'  is 
•■pressed  by  the  instances  now  reckoned,  which  the  comieil 
pf  Trent,  in  their  decree,  enumerate  and  establish.  Wkaft 
'  the  inward  honour  and  worship'  is,,  which  they  intend  to 
them,  is  intimated  in  the  same  decree.  By  the  images  they 
worship  Christ  and  his  saints;  and,  therefore*  by  these  images^ 
Ihey  pass  that  honour  to  Christ  and  Us  saints  whhoh  is  their 
due ;  that  is,  as  their  doctors  explain  it,  *  latria,'  or  '  Divide 
worship '  to  God  and  Christ ;  '  hyperdnlia,'  or  '  more  than 
ferviea,'  to  the  blessed  Virgin  Mary ;  and  '  service,'  or 
^  donUa,'  to  other  canonized  persons.  So  that  upon  the 
whole,  the  case  is  this :  Whatever  worship  they  give  to  God, 
a»d  Christ,  and  his  saints,  they  give  it  first  to  the  image,  and 
ftom  the  image  they  pass  it  unto  Christ  and  Christ's  servants. 
And,  therefore,  we  need  not  to  inquire  what  actions  they 

>  QttintU.  lib.  i.  S.  41.  '  Verb.  OmcdI.  c.  6.  i|4  Qti«4  vtUt  Deum. 
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suppose  to  be  fit  or  due.  For  whatsoever  is  due  to  God,  t% 
Christ,  or  his  saiats,  that  worship  they  gi?e  to  their  lespecti to 
images ;  all  the  sa^e  in  external  semblance  and  ministry :  as 
appears  in  all  their  great  churches,  and  public  actions,  and 
processions,  and  temples,  and  festivals,  and  endowments,, 
and  censings,  and  pilgrimages,  and  prayers,  and  vows  made 
to  them. 

Now,  besides  that  these  things  are  so  like  idolatry,  that 
they  can  no  way  be  reasonably  excused  (of  which  we  shall, 
in  the  next  chapter  %  give  some  account);  besides  that  they 
are  too  like  the  religion  of  the  heathens,  and  so  plainly  and 
frequently  forbidden  in  the  Old  Testament,  and  are  so 
infinitely  unlike  the  simple  and  wise,  the.  natural  and  holy, 
the  pure  and  the  spiritual  religion  of  the  Gospel ;  besides  that 
they  are  so  infinite  a  scandal  to  the  Jews  and  Turks,  and 
reproach  Christianity  itself  amongst  all  strangers  that  live  in 
their  communion,  and  observe  their  rites ;  besides  that  they 
cannot  pretend  to  be  lawful,  but  with  the  laborious  artifices 
of  many  metaphysical  notions  and  distinctions,  which  the 
people  who  most  need  them,  do  least  understand ;  and  that, 
therefore,  the  people  worship  them  without  these  distinctionsi 
and  directly  put  confidence  in  them ;  and  that  it  is  impos- 
sible that  ignorant  persons,  who,  in  all  Christian  countries, 
inake  up  the  biggest  number,  should  do  otherwise,  when 
otherwise  they  cannot  understand  it;  and  besides,  that  the 
thing  itself,  with  or  without  distinctions,  is  a  superstitious 
and  forbidden,  an  unlawful  and  unnatural  worship  of  God, 
who  will  not  be  worshipped  by  an  image  3  we  say,  that; 
besides  all  this,  this  whole  doctrine  and  practice  is  an  inno- 
vation in  the  Christian  church,  not  practised,  not  endured  in 
the  primitive  ages,  but  expressly  condemned  by  them ;  and 
this  is  dur  present  undertaking  to  evince. 

The  first  notice  we  find  of  images  brought  into  Christian 
religion,  was  by  Simon  Magus :  indeed  that  was  very  ancient, 
but  very  heretical  and  abominable:  but  that  he  brought 
some  in  to  be  worshipped,  we  find  in  Theodoret^  and  St; 
Austin.  St.  Ireneeus  teUsS  that  the  Gnostics  or  Carpocra- 
tians  did  make  images,  and  said,  that  the  form  of  Christ,  as 

• 

»  Chap.  li.  sect  If.  >>  Hoerct.  Fabul.  lib.  i. 

'  Oe  Haercft.  lib.  i.  c.  S9.    Vide  efuiiii  Epiphan.  torn.  ii.  lib.  i.  bsres.  f7. 
et  8.  August,  dc  Hvres.  lib.  vi.  btrom.  et  in  panciidic^. 
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^ 

^e  was'  ill  the  flesh,  was  ma  je  hy  Pilate ;  and  these  images 
they  worshipped,  as  did  the  Gentiles :  these  things  they  did, 
but  against  these  things  the  ChristiansTdid  zealously  and 
fMously  declare :  **  We  have  no  image  in  the  world/'  said  St. 
Clemens  of  Alexandria :  '*  It  is  apparently  forbidden  to  us  to 
exercise  that  deceitful  art :  for  it  is  written.  Thou  shalt  not 
make  any  similitude  of  any  thing  in  heaven  above/'  Sec.  And 
Origen  *  wrote  a  just  treatise  against  Celsus,  in  which  he  not 
only  affirms,  *  That  Christians  did  not  make  or  use  images  in 
religion,  but  that  they  ought  not,  and  were,  by  God,  forbidden 
to  do  so/  To  the  same  purpose,  also,  Lactantiuu  discoursed 
to  the  emperor,  and  confutes  the  pretences  and  little  answers 
of  the  heathen  in  that  manner,  that  he  leaves  no  pretence  for 
Christians,  under  another  cover,  to  introduce  the  like  abomi- 
nation. 

We  are  not  ignorant,  that  those,  who  were  converted 
from  Gentilism,  and  those  who  loved  to  imitate  the  customs 
of  tlie  Roman  princes  and  people,  did  soon  introduce  the 
historical  use  of  images,  and,  according  to  the  manner  of  the 
world,  did  think  it  honourable  to  depict  or  make  images  of 
those  whom  they  had  in  great  esteem ;  and  that  this  being 
ddne  by  an  esteem,  relying  on  religion,  did,  by  the  weakness 
of  inen,  and  the  importunity  of  the  tempter,  quickly  pass  into 
inconvenience  and  superstition;  yet  even  in  the  time  of 
Julian  th6  emperor,  St.  Cyril  denies  «,  that  the  Christians  did 
give  veneration  and  worship  to  the  image,'  even  of  the  cross 
itself,  which  was  one  of  the  earliest  temptations ;  and  St. 
Epiphanius  (it  is  a  known  stoiy)  tells,  that  when,  in  the 
village  of  Bethel,  he  saw  a  cloth  picture,  **  as  it  were,  of 
Christ,  or  some  saint  in  the  church,  against  the  authority  of 
Scripture ;''  he  cut  it  in  pieces,  and  advised  that  some  poor 
man  should  be  buried  in  it ;  affirming,  *'  that  such  pictures  are 
against  religion,  and  unworthy  of  the  church  of  Christ.** 
T%e  epistle  was  translated  into  Latin  by  St.  Jerome;  by 
which  we  may  guess  at  hi^  opinion  in  the  question. 

The  council  of  Eliberis  is  very  ancient',  and  of  great 
fame;  in  which  it  is  expressly  forbidden,  that  what  is 
worshipped  should  be  depicted  on  the  walls ;  and  that,  there- 

A  CoBl.  Cell.  lib.  vii.  tt  viH.  •  Epiiit.  ad  Joh.  Hieros. 

'  Can.  36.  Plaeuit  pictiiras  in  eecletia  esse  uon  debere ,  nc,  qnod  coljitai' 
ant  adoratnr,  in  parietibnt  drplngatur. 
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fore,  pictures  oagbt  not  to  be  in  ^Mirchefe.  SU  Anatin*, 
complaining  that  he  knew  of  rnaay  in  the  church,  who  were 
worshippers  of  pictures^  calls  them  *  superstitious  -^  and  add^, 
that  '  the  church  condemns  such  customs,  and  strifes  t» 
correct  them ;'  and  St  Gregory »  writing  to  Serenas,  bishop 
of  Massilia,  says, '  he  would  not  have  had  him  to  break  the 
pictures  and  images,  which  were  there  set  for  an  historical 
use ;  but  commends  him  for  prohibiting  any  one  to  worriiip 
them,  and  enjoins  him  still  to  forbid  it/  But  superstition, 
by  degrees,  creeping  in,  the  worship  of  images  was  decreed  in 
the  seventh  synod,  or  the  second  Nicene.  Bui  the  decrees 
of  this  synod  being,  by  pope  Adrian  S  sent  to  Charles  the 
Great,  he  convocated  a  synod  of  German  and  French  bishops, 
at  Frankfort,  who  discussed  the  acts  passed  at  Nice,  and 
condemned  them :  and  the  acts  of  this  synod,  although  they 
were  diligently  suppressed  by  the  pope's  arts,  yet  Eginaidus, 
Hincmarua,  Aventinus,  Blondusr  Adon,  Aymonius,  and  Re- 
gino,  famous  historians,  tell  us,  diat  the  bishops  of  Frank-* 
fort  condemned  the  synod  of  Nice,  and  commanded  it  should 
not  be  called  a  '  general  council;'  and  published  a  book 
under  the  name  of  the  emperor,  conCbting  that  unchristian 
assembly;  and  not  long  since,  this  book»  and  the  acts  of 
Frankfort,  were  published  by  bishop  Tillius ;  by  which,  not 
only  the  infinite  fraud  of  the  Roman  doctors  is  discovered, 
but  the  worship  of  images  is  dechmd  against  and  con* 
demned* 

A  while  after  this,  Ludovicus,  the  son  of  Charlemagne^ 
sent  Claudius,  a  famous  preachy,  to  Taurinnm  in  Italy, 
where  he  preached  against  the  worshipping  of  images,  aooid 
wrote  an  excellent  book  to  that  purpose.  Against  this  book, 
Jonas,  bishop  of  Orleans,  after  the  death  of  Ladovicus  and 
Claudius,  did  write:  in  which  he  yet  durst  not  assert  the 
worship  of  them«  but  confuted  it  out  of  Origen*  whose  words 
he  thus  cites:  '^  Images  axe  neither  to  be  esteemed  by 
inward  affection,  nor  worshipped  with  outward  show :"  and 
out  of  Lactantius  these :  *'  Nothing  is  to  be  worshipped,  that 
is  seen  with  mortal  eyes ;  let  us  adore,  let  us  worship  no- 
thing, but  the  name  done  of  our  only  Parent,,  who  is  tO'be 

9  De  Morib.  Ecclct.  lib.  i.  e.  Si.    Idem  de  Fide  ci  Syjnbslo.  e*7^  el 
csatr.  Adimant.  c.  13» 
^  A.  D.  764. 
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sought  for  in  the  regions  above ^  oot  here  below :"  and  to  the 
wpsepiirpose,  he  abo  alleges  eKcelleat  words  out  of  Fulgentitts 
and  St.  Jeirome ;  and  though  he  would  have  images  retained, 
and,  therefore,  was  angry  at  Claudius,  who  caused  them  to 
be  takeq  down,  yet  he  himiself  expressly  affirms,  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  worshipped ;  and  withal  adds,  that  though 
tibey  kept  the  images  in  their  churches  for  history  and  oma* 
ipent,  yet  that,  in  France,  the  worshipping  of  them  was  had 
ix^  great  detestation.  And  though  it  is  not  to  be  denied,  but 
that,  in  the  sequel  of  Jonas's  book^,  he  does  something  pre- 
varicate in  this  question ;  yet  it  is  evident,  that»  in  Francej, 
this  doctrine  was  not  accounted  catholic  for  abnost  nine, 
huqdred  yeeiXH  after  Christ;  and  in  Grermany,  it  was  con* 
demned  for  almost  one  thousand  two  hundred  years^  as  we 
find  in  Nicetas. 

We  are  not  unskilled  in  the  devices  of  the  Roman  writers^ 
and  with  how  much  artifice  they  would  excuse  this  whole 
qiatter,  and  palliate  the  crime  imputed  to  them,  and  elude 
tJ^  Scriptures  expressly  condemning  this  superstition :  but 
w^  know  also,  that  the  arts  of  sophistry  are  not  the  ways  of 
salvation.  And,  therefore^  we  exhort  our  people  to  fojlow 
the  plain  words  of  Scripture,  and  the  express  law  of  God  in 
the  second  commandment ;  and  add  also  the  exhortation  of 
St.  John  >E,  "  Little  children,  keep  yourselves  from  idols." 
To  conclmde;  it  is  impossible  but  that  it  must  be  confessed, 
tjbc^t  the  worship  of  images  was  a  thing  unknown  to  the  pri- 
mitive church ;  in  the  purest  times  of  which,  they  would  not 
a}k>w  the  making  of  them ;  as,  amongst  divers  others,  ap- 
p^rs  in  the  writings  of  Clemens  Alexandrinus ',  Tertullian  % 
a]»d  Origen^ 


SECTION  IX. 

As.  an  appendage  to  this,  we  gi*eatly  reprove  the  custom  of 
the  church  of  Rome,  in  picturing  God  the  Father,  and  the 
most  holy  and  undivided  Trinity :  which,  besides  that  it 

* 

I  Lib.  ii.  in  Viu  Isaaei  AngeU,.  A.  D.  1160.  ^  1  Jabo,  ▼.  tl. 

'  Strom,  lib.  vi.  et  in  Piotrep. 

"*  Lib.  ii.  e.  i^  adv^eri.  Mamios*  tt  da  IjdiHolslr.  q.  5* 

■  Cout.  Cebnm.  lib,  iv. 
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ministers  infinite  scandal  to  all  sober-minded  men,  and  gives 
the  new  Arians,  in  Polonia,  and  antitrinitariansy  great  and 
ridiculous  entertainment,  exposing  that  sacred  mystery  to 
derision  and  scandalous  contempt;  it  is  also  (which  at 
present  we  have  undertaken  particularly  to  remark)  against 
the  doctrine  and  practice  of  the  primitive  catholic  church. 

St.  Clemens  of  Alexandria  says  %  *  that  in  the  discipline  of 
Moses,  God  was  not  to  be  represented  in  the  shape  of  a  man, 
or  of  any  other  thing :'  and  that  Christians  understood  them- 
selves to  be  bound  by  the  same  law,  we  find  it  expressly 
taught  by  Origen^  Tertullian%  Eusebius^  Athanasius*,  St. 
Jerome  ^  St.  Austin  t,  St.  Theodoret  ^,  Damascen ',  and  the 
synod  of  Constantinople,  as  is  reported  in  the  sixth  action  of 
the  second  Nicene  council.  And  certainly,  if  there  were  not 
a  strange  spirit  of  contradiction,  or  superstition,  or  deflection, 
from  the  Christian  rule,  greatly  prevailing  in  the  church  of 
Rome,  it  were  impossible  that  this  practice  should  be  so 
countenanced  by  them,  and  defended  so,  to  no  purpose,  with 
so  much  scandal,  and  against  the  natural  reason  of  mankind^ 
and  the  very  law  of  nature  itself:  for  the  heathens  were 
sufficiently,  by  the  light  of  nature,  taught  to  abominate  all 
pictures  or  images  of  God. 

Sed  DnlU  effigies,  timalacraqne  nota  Deonim 
Mi^jcttate  locom  et  ncro  inplevere  timore  ^. 

They,  in  their  eariiest  ages,  had  **  no  pictures,  no  images 
of  their  gods:  their  temples  were  filled  with  majesty  and  a 
sacred  fear.''  And  the  reason  is  given  by  Macrobius': 
**  Antiquity  made  no  image,"  viz.  of  God ;  '*  because  the 
supreme  God,  and  the  Mind  that  is  bom  of  him/'  that  is,  his 
Sou,  the  eternal  Word,  "  as  it  is  beyond  the  soul,  so  it  is 
above  nature,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not  lawful,  that  figments 
should  come  thither." 

NicepKbrus  Callistus  *",  relating  the  heresy  of  the  Arme- 
nians and  Jacobites,  says,  they  made  images  of  the  Father, 
Son,  and   Holy   Ghost;  '*  Quod  perqu^  absurdum  est:*' 


*  Stromat.  lib.  i.  ^  Contra  Celsom,  lib.  vil. 

*  De  Corooa  MiliCif .  '  Pnep.  Evang.  lib.  i.  c.  5. 

*  Orat.  contra  Oentet.  f  In  c.  40.  In. 
r  Dc  Fide  et  Symbol,  c.  7.  ^  In  Dent.  q.  1. 

i  Oe  OrUiod.  Fide,  lib.  iv.  c.  17.  ^  Sil.  lUl.  iii.  SO.  Roperti,  ▼.  i.  p.  177. 

I  In  Somn.  Scip.  lib.  i.  e.  S.  ■  Lib.  zviii.  c.  53. 
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''  Nothing  is  more  absurd''  than  to  make  pictores  or  images 
of  the  persons  of  the  holy  and  adorable  Trinity.  And  yet 
they  do  this  in  the  church  of  Rome :  for  in  the  windows  of 
their  churches,  e?en  in  country  villages,  where  the  danger 
cannot  be  denied  to  be  great,  and  the  scandal  insupportable ; 
nay,  in  their  books  of  devotion,  in  their  very  mass*bo6ks  and 
breviaries,  in  their  portuises  and  manuals,  they  picture  the 
holy  Trinity  with  three  noses;  and  four  eyes,  and  three  faces, 
in  a  knot,  to  the  great  dishonour  of  God,  and  scandal  of 
Christianity  itself.  We  add  no  more  (for  the  case  is  too 
evidently  bad),  but  reprove  the  error  with  the  words  of  their 
own  Polydore  Virgil  ■ :  **  Since  the  world  began,  never  was 
any  thing  more  foolish  than  to  picture  Ood,  who  is  present 
every  where." 


SECTION  X. 

The  last  instance  of  innovations  introduced  in  doctrine  and 
practice  by  the  church  of  Rome,  that  we  shall  represent, 
18,  that  of  the  pope's  universal  bishoprick;  that  is,  not 
only  that  he  is  bishop  of  bishops,  superior  to  all  and  every 
one;  but  that  his  bishoprick  is  a  plenitude  of  power;  and 
as  for  other  bishops,  '  of  his  fubiess  they  all  receive,'  a  part 
of  the  ministry  and  solicitude;  and  not  only  so,  but  that 
he  only  is  a  bishop  by  immediate  Divine  dispensation,  and 
others  receive  from  him  whatsoever  they  have :  for  to  this 
height  many,  of  them  are  come  at  last.  Which  doctrioie, 
although  as  it  is  in  sins,  where  the  carnal  are  most  full 
of  reproach,  but  the  spiritual  are  of  greatest  malignity ;  so 
it  happens  in  this  article.  For,  though  it  be  not  so  scandalous 
as  their  idolatry,  so  ridiculous  as  their  superstitions,  so 
unreasonable  as  their  doctrine  of  transubstantiatiouy  so  easily 
reproved  as  their  half-communion,  and  service  in  an  unknown 
tongue ;  yet  it  is  of  as  dangerous  and  evil  effect,  and  as  false, 
and  as  certainly  an  innovation,  as  any  thing  in  their  whole 
conjugation  of  errors. 

When  Christ  founded  his  church,  he  left  it  in  the  hands 
of  his  apostles,  without  any  prerogative  given  to  one,  or 
eminency  above  the  rest,  save  only  of  priority  and  orderly 

■  Lib.  i'u  iTt  IiiYeDt.  e.  S3. 
VOL.  X.  N 
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precedency,  which  of  itself  was  nalaral*  necessary,  and  inci* 
dent.  The  apostles  governed  all;  their  authority  was  the 
sanction,  and  their  decrees  and  writings  were  the  laws  of 
the  church.  They  exooised  a  common  jurisdiction,  and 
divided  it  according  to  the  needs,  and  emergencies^  and 
circumstances  of  the  church.  In  the  council  of  Jerusalem, 
St»  Peter  gave  not  the  decisive  sentence,  but  St.  James, 
who  was  the  bishop  of  that  see.  Christ  sent  all  his  apostles, 
as  bia  Father  sent  him  ^  and,  therefore,  he  gave  to  eveiy  one 
of  them  the  wh<de  power,  which  he  left  behind ;  and  to 
the  bishops  congregated  at  Miletum,  St.  Paul  gave  them 
cajution  to  take  care  of  the  whole  flock  of  God  %  and  affirms 
to  them  all,  that  the  *'  Holy  Ghost  had  made  them  bishops  :** 
and  in  the  whole  New  Testament,  there  is  no  act  or  sign  of 
superiority,  or  that  one  apostle  exercised  power  over  another; 
but  to  them  whom  Christ  sent,  he  in  common  intrusted  the 
church  of  God :  according  to  that  excellent  saying  of  St. 
Cyprian,  **  The  other  apostles  are  the  same  that  St.  Peter 
was,  endowed  with  an  equal  fellowship  of  honour  and  power; 
and  they  are  all  shepherds,  and  the  flock  is  one  ^ ;''  and,  there- 
fore, it  ought  to  be  fed  by  the  apostles  with  unanimous 
consent. 

This  unity  and  identity  of  power,  witfiout  question  and 
interruption,  did  continoe  and  descend  to  bishops  in  Ae 
primitive  church,  in  which  it  was  a  known  doctrine^  that  the 
bishops  were  successors  to  the  apostles :  and  what  was  not 
in  the  beginning,  could  not  be  in  the  descent,  unless  it  were 
innovated  and  introdoced  by  a  new  authority.  Christ  gave 
ordinaiy  power  to  none  but  the  apostles ;  and  the  power 
being  to  continue  for  ever  in  the  church,  it  was  to  be  sue- 
eeeded  to ;  and  by  the  same  authority,  even  of  Christ,  it 
deseended  to  them  who  were  their  successors,  that  is,  to 
Ae  bishops,  as  all  antiquity  does  consent  and  teaok« :  act  St. 

>  ActHsubSS* 

k  Epbt.  de  Uoit.  Ecclctiie  ad  NoTatiaa.  ct  habctnr  eau.  ti.  ^n.  l. 

«  Ireoe.  lib.  4.  c.  45,  44.  8.  Cyprian,  lib.  i.  ep.  6.  et  lib.  ii.  ep.  10.  ct  lib. 
W.  ep.  9.  S.  Ambrot.  de  Digait.  Sacerd.  c.  1.  S.  Ang.  de  Baptiiai.  coattm 
I>eaat.  lib.  vli.  fc.  4S.  et  ibid,  danna  Mmeahu  Iden  de  verb.  Doai.  Ser.  t4. 
Cod.  Roip.  tab  Sylvest.  Cootl.  Apott.  lib.  tU.  c.  alt.  AaaadL  B.  ep.  f • 
Qeaieni  P.  ep.  lib.  8.  Hieron.  ep.  15.  et  ep.  54.  Entfajm.  In  PMiha.  sltv. 
6.  Gregor.  in  Evang.  Hem.  f6.«d  Ueliodor.ep.  i.S.  Chrjsost.  ser.  Damatcco. 
de  Imaginibni:  Orat  9.  8.  Greg.  Nax.  Orat.  tl.  de  Laud.  Baiilii. 
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Peter  alone,  but  every  tpostle,  and,  tberefiu'e,  eveiy  one  who 
sacceeds  them  in  their  ordinary  power,  may  and  must  re- 
member the  words  of  St.  Paul ;  ''  We  are  ambassadors  or 
legates  for  Christ :"  '  Christ's  vicars,'  not  '  the  pope's  dele- 
gates:' and  so  dl  the  apostles  are  called  in  the  preface  of 
the  mass ;"  Quos  operis  tui  Ticarios  eidem  contulisti  preeesse 
pastores;"  they  are  'pastors'  of  the  flock  and  'vicars'  of 
Christ;  and  so  also  they  are,  in  express  terms,  called  by 
SL  Ambrose';  and,  therefore,  it  is  a  strange  usurpation, 
that  the  pope  arrogates  that  to  himself  by  impropriation, 
which  is  common  to  him  with  all  the  bishops  of  Christen- 
dom. 

The  consequent  of  this  is,  that  by  the  law  of  Christ,  one 
bishop  is  not  superior  t/o  another :  Christ  gave  the  power  to 
all  alike;  he  made  no  head  of  the  bishops;  he  gave  to 
none  a  supremacy  of  power,  or  universality  of  jurisdiction. 
But  this  ihe  pope  hath  long  challenged,  and  to  bring  his 
purposes  to  pass,  hath,  for  these  six  hundred  years  by-gone, 
invaded  the  rights  of  bishops,  and  delegated  matters  of  order 
and  jurisdiction  to  monks  and  friars ;  insomuch  that  the 
power  of  bishops  was  greatly  diminished  at  the  erecting 
of  the  Cluniack  and  Cistercian  monks  about  the  year  ML : 
bat  about  the  year  MCC,  it  was  almost  swallowed  up  by 
privileges  granted  to  the  Begging  Friars,  and  there  kept  by 
the  power  of  the  pope :  which  power  got  one  great  step  more 
above  the  bishops,  when  they  got  it  declared,  that  the  pope 
is  above  a  council  of  bishops :  and  at  last  it  was  turned  into 
a  new  doctrine  by  Cajetan  (who  for  his  prosperous  invention 
was  made  a  cardinal),  that  all  the  whole  apostolic  or  epis- 
copal power,  is  mdical  and  ii^erent  in  the  pope,  in  whom 
is  the  fulness  of  the  ecclesiastical  authority ;  and  that  bidiops 
received  their  portion  of  it  from  him :  and  this  was  first  boldly 
maintained  in  the  council  of  Trent  by  the  Jesuits ;  and  it  is 
now  the  opuoion  of  their  order ;  but  it  is  also  that  which  the 
pope  challenges  in  practice,  when  he  pretends  to  a  power 
4>ver  all  bishops,  and  that  this  power  is  derived  to  him  from 
Christ ;  when  he  calls  himself  the  universal  bishop^  and 
the  vicarial  head  of  the  church,  the  church's  monarch,  he 
from  whom  all  ecclesiastical  authority  is  derived,  to  whose 

• 
'  In  f pUt  1.  ad  Conn.  osp.  S.  et  io  epbt  sd  Btmuu  c.  l. 
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sentence  in  things  Divine,  every  Christian,  nnder  pain  of 
damnation,  is  boand  to  be  subject  % 

Now,  this  is  it,  which,  as  it  is  prod  active  of  infinite  mis- 
chiefs, so  it  is  an  innovation,  and  an  absolute  deflection  from 
the  primitive  catholic  doctrine,  and  yet  is  the  great  gnmnd- 
woric  and  foundation  of  their  church.    This  we  shall  repre- 
sent in  these  following  testimonies.     Pope  Eleutherius  ^  in 
an  epistle  to  the  bishops  of  France,  says,  '  That  Christ 
committed  the  universal  church  to  the  bishops;'  and  St 
Ambrose  says,  '  That  the  bishop  holdeth  the  place  of  Christ, 
and  is  his  substitute.'    But,  famous  are  the  words  of  St. 
Cyprian ;  "  The  church  of  Christ  is  one  through  the  whole 
world,  divided  by  him  into  many  members,  and  the  bishoprick 
is  but  one,  diffused  in  the  agreeing  plurality  of  many  bishops.** 
' — And  again;  "To  every  pastor  a  portion  of  the  flock  is 
given,  which  let  every  one  of  them  rule  and  govern.*'    By 
which  words  it  is  evident,  that  the  primitive  church  under- 
stood no  prelation  of  one,  and  subordination  of  another, 
commanded  by  Christ,  or  by  virtue  of  their  ordination ;  but 
only  what  was  for  order's  sake  introduced  by  princes,  and 
consent  of  prelates ;  and  it  was  to  this  purpose  very  full 
which  was  said  by  pope  Symmachus<  :  **  As  it  is  in  the  holy 
Trinity,  whose  power  is  one  and  undivided  (or,  to  use  the 
expression  in  the  Athanasian  Creed,  '  none  is  before  or  after 
other,  none  is  greater  or  less  than  another) ;'  so  there  is  one 
bishoprick  amongst  divers  bishops ;  and,  therefore,  why  should 
the  canons  of  the  ancient  bishops  be  violated  by  their  suoces- 
-sors?    Now  these  words  being  spoken  against  the  invasion 
of  the  rights  of  the  Church  of  Aries,  by  Anastasius,  and  the 
question  being  in  the  exercise  of  jurisdiction,  and  about  the 
institution  of  bishops,  does  fully  declare  that  the  bishops  of 
Rome  had  no  superiority  by  the  laws  of  Christ,  over  any 
bishop  in  the  catholic  church,  and  that  his  bishoprick  gave 
DO  more  power  to  him,  than  Christ  gave  to  the  bishop  of  the 
smallest  diocese. 

And,  therefore,  all  the  church  of  God,  whenever  they 
reckoned  the  several  orders  and  degrees  of  ministry  in  the 


•  Extniv.  Gob.  lib.  i.  tit  9.  dc  M^or.  et  Obed.  rap.  Unam  SsDctam. 
'  Rcferente  Archicpltc.  Gnuatcnu  in  CoociL  Trid.    Ubi  rapre. 
«  ApsdBsi«.tMi^6.A,D.409.a.9& 
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catholic  church,  reckim  the  bishops  as  the  last  and  supreme, 
beyond  whom  there  is  no  spiritual  power  but  in  Christ.  For, 
''  as  the  whole  hierarchy  ends  in  Jesus,  so  does  every  parti- 
cular one  in  its  own  bishop  K"  Beyond  the  bishop  Uiere  is 
no  step,  till  you  rest  in  the  great  Shepherd  and  Bishop  of 
souls.  Under  him  every  bishop  is  supreme  in  spirituals,  and 
in  all  power,  which  to  any  bishop  is  given  by  Christ.  St. 
Ignatius,  therefore,  exhorts,  that  "  all  should  obey  their 
bishop,  and  the.  bishop  obey  .Christ,  as  Christ  obeyed  his 
Father'." — There  are  no  other  intermedial  degrees  of  Divine 
institution.  But,  as  Origen  teaches,  **  The  apostles, .  and 
they,  who,  after  them,  are  ofdained  by  God,  that  is,  the 
bishops,  have  the  supreme  place  in  the  church,  jand  the 
prophets  have  the  second  place,"  The  same  also  is.  taught 
by  Pope  Gelasius^,  by  St,  Jerome',  and  Fulgentius"*,  and 
indeed  by  all  the  fathers  who  spoke  any  thing  in  this  matter : 
insomuch,  that  when  Bellarmine  is,  in  this  question,  pressed, 
out  of  the  book  of  Nilus,  by  the  authority  of  the  fathers 
standing  against  him,  he  answers,  *'  Papam  patres  non  habere 
in  ecclesia,  sed  filios  omnes  :'*  **  The  pope  acknowledges  no 
fathers  in  the  church,  for  they  are  .all  his  sons."    . 

Now  although  we  suppose  this  to  be  greatly  sufficient  to 
declare  the  doctrine  of  the  primitive  catholic  church,  con- 
cerning the  equality  of  power  in  all  bishops  by  Divine  right : 
yet  the  fathers  have  also  expressly  declared  themselves,  that 
one  bishop  is  not  superior  to  another,  and  ought  not  to  judge 
another,  or  force  another  to  obedience.  They  are  the  words 
of  St.  Cyprian  to  a  council  of  bishops  %  ^'  None  of  us  makes 
himself  a  bishop  of  bishops,  or,  by  tyrannical  power,  drives 
his  colleagues  to  a  necessity  of  obedience;  since  every  bishop, 
according  to  the  license  of  his  own  liberty  and  power,  hath, 
his  own  cheic^,  apd  cannot  be  judged  by  another,  not  yet 
himself  judge  another;  but.  let  us  all  expect  the  judgment  of 
our  Lord  Jesus  Christ,  who  only  and  alone  hath  the  power 
of  setting  us  in  the  government  of  his  church,  and  judging 
of  what  we  do."  This  was  spoken  and  intended  against 
pope  Stephen,  who  did  then  begin  '  dominari  in  dero,'  '  to 

^  DlaajB.  Areop.  de  Ecclcs.  Hicrtrch.  de  S«eer.  perfect. 

1  EpUU  ad  Smyraens.  et  ad  Philsdel.    >      ^  Dist.  97.  e.  Dao  luit. 

>  Itt  Jcrem.  bom.  7.  ct  adTer*  Litcif.  "  Id  Conctl.  Park.  lib.  u  c.  S. 

•  la  ConciU  Cartbag. 
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lord  it  oyer  Ood'B  heritage/  and  to  eicomnmnicete  lits 
bvethrea,  as  Demetriut  did  in  the  time  of  the  apostles  theoft- 
selves :  bat  they  both  found  their  reproTeis ;  Semetnns  was 
chastised  by  St  John  for  his  usurpation,  and  Stqihen  bf 
St.  Cyprian*;  and  this  also  was  appioTed  by  St.  Austin. 
We  Gondude  this  particolar  with  the  words  of  St.  Gregoiy  ', 
bishop  of  Rome ;  who,  because  the  patriarch  of  Constan* 
tinople  called  himself  universal  bishop,  said,  it  was  a  ^  proud 
title,  profiuie,  sacrilegious,  and  antichristian  :**  and,  therefore, 
he  little  thought  that  his  successorB  in  the  same  see  should 
so  fieredy  challenge  that  antichristian  title :  much  less  did  the 
then  bishop  of  Rome,  in  those  ages,  challenge  it  as  dieir  own 
peculiar;  for  they  had  no  mind  to  be,  or  to  be  esteemed 
antichristian.  *'  Romano  pontifid  oblatum  est,  sed  nnllus 
unquam  eorum  hoc  singularitatis  nomen  assumpsit."  His 
predecessors,  it  seems,  had  been  tempted  with  an  oflbr  d 
that  title,  but  none  of  them  ever  assumed  that  name  of  sin* 
gpilarity,  as  being  '  against  the  law  of  the  Gospd,  and  tiie 
canons  of  the  church  «/ 

Now  this  being  a  matter,  of  which  Christ  spake  not  one 
word  to  St.  Peter>  if  it  be  a  matter  of  faith  and  salvation^  as 
it  is  now  pretended,  it  is  not  imaginable  he  wodd  have  been 
so  perfectly  silent.  Bat  though  he  was  silent  of  any  inta^ 
tion  to  do  this,  yet  St  Pad  was  nof;  sil^it  that  Christ  did 
otherwise ;  for  he  hath  set  in  his  churdi '  jNrimikm  ^Kwtolos/ 
'  first  of  all  apostles ;'  not,  first,  St  Peter,  and  secondaifty^ 
apostles ;  but  all  the  apostles  were  first  It  is  also  evident 
that  St  Peter  did  not  cany  himself  so  as  to  give  the  least 
overtore  or  umbrage  to  make  any  one  suspect  he  had  any 
such  preeminence ;  but  he  was,  as  St  Chrysostom  trdy  says  % 
fitva  M9mk  mwra  snofw  inwA«>if}  '  he  did  all  things  with  die 
common  consent;'  oii^  oMirriMr;  o^  ifX3^» '  nothing  by 
speoid  authority  or  prindpdity :'  and  if  he  had  any  su^,  it 
is  more  than  probable  that  the  apostles  who  survived  hisBi 

•  Dc  Btpt.  contr.  EKmst  lib.  Hi.  c.  S. 

F  Lib.  W.  ep.  7e»  78,  Sl,  34,  SS,  59,  Ac.    Iib.Ti.«p*t4. 

«  Lib.  W.  ep,  St.  Qaii  est  iste,  qui  oontm  ttetaCm  evangdica,  eoiitni 
caaomun  decrefa,  dowi  ail^i  mrimra  aoawii  pnmunit  ?  Vidcstar  cptflola 
8.  Hienia.  ad  Evagrium,  Concil.  Chalccd.  aetioo  t^  Ooncil.  Nioaii.  mo.  6. 
ct  CNU  7.  t%  Cncil.  Goottantinopol.  osk  S.  et  Novel.  Joftia.  isi* 

'  In  Act.  Apot^  bom.  S« 
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ftad  succeeded  him  in  it,  rather  then  the  liishep  of  Home : 
end  it  being  certain,  as  the  bishop  of  Canaries  confesses*^ 
**  That  there  is,  in  Scripture,  no  revelation  that  the  bishop  of 
Rome  shonM  succeed  Peter  in  it ;"  and  we  bemg  there  toid 
that  St.  Peter  was  at  Antioch,  but  never  that  he  was  at 
Rome ;  it  being  confessed  by  some  of  thek  own  parties  %  by 
cardinal  Cusanus,  Soto,  Driedo,  Canus,  and  Segovius,  that 
this  succession  was  not  addicted  to  any  particular  church, 
nor  that  Christ's  institution  of  this  does  any  other  way 
appear;  that  it  cannot  be  proved  that  the  bishop  of  Rome  is* 
prince  of  the  chursh :  it  being  ako  certain,  that  there  was  no 
such  thing  known  in  the  primitive  church,  but  that  the  holy 
fathers,  both  of  Africa  and  the  East,  did  oppose  pope  Victor 
and  pope  Stej^ien,  when  they  began  to  interpose  with  a 
presumptive  authority,  in  the  affidrs  of  other  diiirdies ;  and 
that  the  bishops  of  the  church  did  treat  with  the  Romui 
bishop  as  with  a  brother,  not  as  their  superior :  and  that  ibe 
geneial  council,  held  at  Chaloedon,  did  give  to  the  bishops  of 
Constantinople  equal  rights  and  preeminenoe  with  the  Usbopft 
of  Rome;  anfl  that  the  Gredk  diurches  are,  at  this  day,  and 
have  been  a  long  time,  great  opponents  of  this  pretension  of 
&e  bishops  of  Rome :  and  after  all  this,  since  it  is  certaiii 
that  Christ,  who  foreknows  all  things,  did  ^o  know  that  thei^ 
would  be  great  disputes  and  challenges  of  this  preeminenoe'^^ 
did  indeed  suppress  it  in  his  apostles,  and  said  not  it 
diould  be  otherwise  in  succession,  and  did  not  give  any  com*p 
naad  to  his  ehurch  to  obey  the  bishops  of  Rome  as  his  vieat% 
more  than  what  he  commanded  concerning  all  bu&<^( 
it  must  be  certain,  diat  it  cannot  be  necessary  te  salyation  t9 
do  so ;  but  that  it  is  more  than  probable,  that  be  never 
intended  any  such  thing,  and  that  the  biriiops  of  Borne  have^ 
to  the  great  prejudice  o^  Christendom,  made  a  great  sehism^ 
and  usurped  a  title  which  is  tkot  their  due,  and  ohaUenged  ui 
anthority  to  wfaidi  they  have  no  right,  and  have,  set  themt 
selves  above  others,  who  are  tbekr  eqiials,  and  iaipose  an 


•  Canm  Loe.  lib.  vi.  c.  8*  p.  tSS.  Ed.  Salmsnt.  t5d3. 
»  CoDCor.  Cafh.  Ub.  ii.  c.  34.  Sent.  lib.  It.  disU  f4,  q.  f .  mrt  5.    De 
Beck  Dogm.  lib.  iv.  c  S* 

"  Luke,  xjLii.  t5«    M»tt  u.  t6,  S7. 
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mrticle  of  faith  of  their  own  contriving,  and  have  made  great 
preparation  for  antichrist^  if  he  ever  get  into  that  seat,  or  be 
in  already;  and  made  it  necessary  for  all  of  the  Roman 
communion  to  believe  and  obey  him  in  all  ^iogs* 


SECTIOJf  XI. 

Thbhb  are  very  many  more  things,  in  which  the  church  of 
Rome  hath  greatly  turned  aside  from  the  doctrines  of  Scrip- 
ture, and  the  practice  of  the  catholic  apostolic  and  primitive 
church.  » 

Such  are  these:  The  invocation  of  saints;  the  insuf* 
ficiency  of  Scriptures  without  traditions  of  faith  unto  sal- 
vation ;  their  absolving  sinners  before  they  have,  by  canoni- 
cal penances  and  the  fruits  of  a  good  life,  testified  their 
repentance ;  their  giving  leave  to  simple  presbyters,  by  papal 
dispensation,  to  give  confirmation  or  chrism;  selling  masses 
for  nine-pences;  circumgestation  of  the  eucharist  to  be 
adored;  the  dangerous  doctrine  of  the  necessity  of  the 
priest's  intention  in  collating  sacraments,  by.  which  derice 
they  have  put  into  the  power  of  the  priest  to  damn  whom  he 
please  of  his  own  parish ;  their  affirming  that  the  mass  is  a 
proper  and  propitiatory  sacrifice  for  the  quick  and  dead; 
private  masses,  or  the  Lord's  supper  without  commuhion, 
which  is  against  the  doctrine  and  practice  of  the  ancientr 
church  of  Rome  itself,  and  contnury  to  the  tradition*  of  the 
apostles,  if  we  may  believe  pope  Cahxtu^  and  is  aUo  for- 
bidden'under  psin  of  excommunication:  **  Peracta:CQnae- 
cratibne  omnes  communicent,  qui  noluerint  ecdesiasdcis 
carere  liminibus;  sic  autem  etiam  aposUdi  statuerant,  et 
sancta  Romana  tenet  ecclesia:''  ''  When  the  conaeciation  is 
finished,  let  all  communicate  that  will  not  be  thrust  from  the 
bounds  of  the  church ;  for  so  the  apostles  appointed,  and  so 
the. holy  church  of  Rome  does  hold'."  The  same  also  was 
decreed  by  pope  Soter,  and  pope  Martin,  in  a  council  of 

*  •  * 

*  De  Consccnt  diit  S.  c»p.  PcracU.    Vide  etiam  ib.  cm|t..Io  Obqs,  et 
cap.  SI  qais. 
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bisbopsi  and  moBt  severely  enjoined  by  ibe  caoona  of  the 
apostles,  as  they  are  cited  in  the  canon  law  \ 

There  are  dtyers  others;  but  we  suppose,  that  tbose^ 
innovations,  vi^ch  we  have  aloe^dy  noted,  may  be  sufiieient 
to  venfy  this  charge  of  novelty.  But  we  have  -done  this  the 
rather,  Jiecause  the  Roman  emissaries  endeavour  to  prevail 
amongst  the  ignorant  and  prejudicate^  by  boasting  of  cmti-s 
qoityi  and  calling  their  religion  '  the  old  religion  and  the 
catholic ;'  so  ensnaring  others  by  ignorant  words,  in  which  is 
no  truth;  their  religion,  as  it  is. distinguished,  from  the 
religion  of  the  church  of  England  and  Ireland,  being  neither 
the  old  nor  the  catholic  religion ;  but  new  and  superinduced 
by  arts  known  to  fill,  who,  with  sincerity  and  diligence,  have 
looked  into  their  pretences. 

But  they  have  taught  every  priest,  that  caa  scarce  under- 
stand his  breviary  (of  which,  in  Ireland,  there  are  but  too 
many),  and  very  many  of  the  people,  to  ask,  'Where our 
religion  was  before  Luther?'  Whereas  it  appears  by  the 
premises,  that-  it  is  much  more  easy  for  us  to  show  our 
religion  before  Luther,  than  for  them  to  show  theirs  before 
Trent,  And  although  they  can  show  too  much  practice  of 
their  religion  in  the  degenerate  ages  of  the  church,  yet  we 
can,  and  do,  clearly  show  ours  in  the  purest  and  first  ages ; 
and  can  and  do  draw  lines,  pointing  to  the  times  and  places 
where  the  several  rooms  and  stories  of  their  Babel  was 
builded,  and  where  polished,  and  where  furnished. 

But  when  the  keepers  of  the  field  slept,  and  the  enemy 
had  sown  tares,  and  they  had  choked  the  wheat,  and  almost 
destroyed  it:  when  the  world  complained  of  the  infinite 
errors  in  the  church,  and  being  oppressed  by  a  violent 
power,  durst  not  complain  so  much  as  they  had  cause :  and 
when  they,  who  had  cause  to  complain,  were  yet  themselves 
very  much  abused,  and  did  not  complain  in  all  they  might : 
when  divers  excellent  persons,  St.  Bernard,  Clemangis  Grost- 
head,  Marsilius,  Ocham,  Alvarus,  Abbot  Joachim,  Petrarch, 
Savanarola,  Valla,  Erasmus,  Mantuan,  Gerson,  Ferus,  Gas- 

^  De  Cooicrr.  dint.  i.  c.  Omnes  fideU  Oranes  fiddles  qui  convcnitiut  in 
•olennitatibns  sacris  ad  ecrlr»iam,  et  Scrfptiiraa  apo.Htoloriim  ct  evangrlia 
aadfast.  Qai  autem  non  peri^everant  in  oratione  iivque  diim  mm^  peragHtnr, 
nee  sanctam  commnnionem  prrcipioDt,  Tclut  iiiquieiudiuu  eccivsias  com- 
BoveDtet  convenit  coMmuoione  prinuri. 
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sunder,  Andiess  FHci«s»  ModrevitiSi  HennliimoB  Colontensis,' 
Wassebui^ua,  arohdettcon  of  Verdon,  Panlus  LaDgius*, 
StaphiliiB,  Telesphonis  de  CussntitL,  Doctor  Talheymius, 
Fnnds  Zabarel,  the  cardinal,  and  pope  Adrian  himself,  with 
many  others;  not  to  reckon  Wicklifie,  Hon,  Jerome  of 
Pragne,  the  Bohemians,  and  the  poor  men  of  Lions,  whom 
they  called  heretics,  and  confuted  with  fire  and  sword ;  when 
almost  all  Christian  princes  did  complain  heavily  of  the 
corrupt  state  of  the  church  and  of  rehgion,  and  no  remedy 
could  be  had,  but  the  very  intended  remedy  made  things 
much  worse;  then  it  was  that  divers  Christian  kingdoms, 
and  particularly  the  church  of  England, 

Tom  primikni  lenio  docilb,  tua  necola,  Rimm, 
Erobnit ;  padet  cyacti  jam  temporit,  adit 
PrvtcritM  foMlla  eam  rdiglooibaa 


being  ashamed  of  the  errors,  sup^rstitioni^  heresies,  and 
impieties,  which  had  deturpated  the  face  of  the  church, — 
looked  in  the  glass  of  Scripture  and  pure  antiquity;  and 
washed  away  those  stains  with  whidi  time,  and  inad* 
vertency,  and  tyranny,  had  besmeared  her;  and  being  thus 
cleansed  and  washed,  is  accused  by  the  Roman  parties  of 
novelty,  and  condemned  because  she  refuses  to  run  into 
the  same  excess  of  riot  and  deordination.  But  we  cannot 
deserve  blame,  who  return  to  our  ancient  and  fiisi  healthy 
by  preferring  a  new  cure  before  an  old  sore. 


CHAPTER  11. 


The  Church  of  Rome,  ai  it  is  at  this  day  diiorderedt  ieacket 
Doctrines,  and  usee  Practices^  which  are  in  themsehes,  or 
in  their  true  and  immediate  Consequences,  direU  I$9fi^i^ 
and  give  warranty  to  a  wicked  Life. 

SECTION  I. 

Our  first  instance  is  in  their  doctrines  of  repentance.  For 
the  Roman  doctors  teach,  that  unless  it  be  by  accident,  or 
in  respect  of  some  other  obligation,  a  sinner  is  not  bound 

*  In  Chronic,  eiliacwl. 
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jAei^idy  to  repent  of  hiB  mn,  as  scnm  as  he  hath  ooaimitted 

it.    Some  time  or  other  he  miut  do  it;  and  if  he  take  care 

80  to  order  his  affidia,  that  it  be  not  Mdiolly  omitted,  bat 

80  that  it  be  done  one  time  or  other,  he  is  not  by  the  preoefit 

or  graoe  of  repentance  bound  to  do  more.    Scotos  and  hie 

scholars,  say,  that  a  sinner  is  bonnd,  viz.  by  the  precept  of 

the  charchy  to  repent  on  holydays,  especially  the  great  ones. 

But  this  b  thoaght  too  severe  by  Soto  and  Medina,  who 

teach  that  a  sinner  is  boond  to  repent  but  once  a  year,  that' 

is  against  Easter.  These  doctors  indeed  do  difier  concerning 

the  church's  sense ;  which  according  to  the  best  of  them  is 

bad  enough ;  full  as  bad  as  it  is  stated  in  the  chaige :  but 

they  agree  in  the  worst  part  of  it,  viz.  that  though  the 

church  calls  upon  dnnera  to  repent  on  holydays,  or  at 

Easter;  yet  that  by  the  law  of  Ood  they  are  not  tied  to 

so  much,  but  only  to  repent  in  the  danger  or  article  of  death. 

This  is  the  express  doctrine  taught  in  the  church  of  Rome, 

by  their  famous  Navar*;  and  for  this  he  quotes  pope  Adrian 

and  cardinal  Cajetan,  and  finally  affirms  it  to  be  '  the  sense 

of  all  men.'    The  same  also  is  taught  by  Reginaldus  "*,  saying, 

**  It  is  true,  and  the  opinion  of  all  men,  that  the  time,  in 

which  a  sinner  is  bound,  by  the  commandment  of  God,  to 

be  contrite  for  his  sins,  is  the  imminent  article  of  natund 

or  violent  death.'' 

We  shall  not  need  to  aggravate  this  sad  story,  by  the 
addition  of  other  words  to  the  same  purpose  in  a  worse 
degree;  such  as  those  words  are  of  the  same  Reginaldus^ 
^  There  is  no  precept,  that  a  sinner  should  no.t  persevere 
in  enmity  against  Qod.  There  is  no  negative  precept  for- 
bidding such  a  perseverance."  These  are  the  words  of  this 
man,  but  the  proper  and  necessary  consequent  of  diat  which 
they  all  teach,  and  to  which  they  must  consent  For  since 
it  is  certain  that  he  who  hath  sinned  against  God  and  his 
conscience,  is  in  a  state  of  enmity,  we  say  he,  therefore, 
ought  to  repent  presently,  because  until  he  hath  repented, 
he  is  an  enemy  to  God.  This  they  confess,  but  they  suppose 
it  concludes  nothing;  for  though  they  consider  cmd  confess 
this,  yet  they  still  saying,  a  man  is  not  bound  by  God's  law 
to  repent  till  the  article  of  death,  do  consequently  say  the 

*  Eochir.  c.  1.  n.  31.       ^  Pnscit  fori  p«eDtt  lib.  v.  c.  t.  aect.  i.  n.  s5. 
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same  thing  that  Reginaldos  does,  and  that  a  man  is  not 
boond  to  come  out  of  that  state  of  enmity,  till  he  be  in  those 
circuoiatancesy  that  it  is  very  probable,  if  he  does  not  then 
come  out,  he  must  stay  in  it  for  ever.  It  is  something  worse 
than  this  yet,  that  Sotos^  says,  *'  Even  to  resolve  to  defer 
our  repentance,  and  to  refuse  to  repent  for  a  certain  time, 
is  but  a  venial  sin/'    But  Medina"^  says,  ''  It  is  none  at  all."* 

If  it  be  replied  to  this,  that  though  God  hath  left  it  to  a 
sinner's  liberty  to  repent  when  he  please,  yet  the  church  hath 
been  more  severe  than  God  hath  been,  and  ties  a  sinner  to 
repent,  by  collateral  positive  laws ;  for  having  bound  every 
one  to  confess  at  Easter,  consequently  she  hath  tied  every 
one  to  repent  at  Easter,  and  so,  by  her  laws,  can  lie  in  the 
sin  without  interruption  but  twelve  months,  or  thereabouts; 
yet  there  is  a  secret  in  this,  which  nevertheless  theqiseWes 
have  been  pleased  to  discover  for  the  ease  of  tender  con- 
sciences, viz.  Uiat  the  church  ordains  but  the  means,  the 
exterior  solemnity  of  it,  and  is  satisfied,  if  you  obey  her 
laws  by  a  ritual  repentance ;  but  the  holiness,  and  the  in- 
ward repentance,  whiph  in  charity  we  should  have  sapposed 
to  bav^  been  designed  by  the  law  of  festivals,  '^  Non  est  id 
quod  per  pr»ceptum  de  observatione  festorum  injungitur," 
*'  is  not  that  which  is  enjoined  by  the  church  in  her  law  of 
holydays*."  So  that  still  sinners  are  left  to  the  liberty 
which  they  say  God  gave;  even  to  satisfy  ourselves  with 
all  the  remaining  pleasures  of  that  sin  for  a  little  while,  even 
during  our  short  mortal  life :  only  we  must  be  sure  to  repent 
at  last. 

We  shall  not  trouble  ourselves  or  our  diarges  with  con- 
futing this  impious  doctrine.  For  it  is  evident,  that  this 
gives  countenance  and  too  much  warranty  to  a  wicked  life ; 
and  that  of  itself  is  confutation  enough,  and  is  that  which  we 
intended  to  represent. 

If  it  be  answered,  that  this  is  not  the  doctrine  of  their 
^hurcb,  but  of  some  private  doctors ;  we  must  tell  you,  that, 
if  by  the  doctrine  of  their  church  they  mean  such  thinga 
only  as  are  decreed  in  th^r  councils ;  it  is  to  be  considered* 

«  Dora,  k  Soto  in  quart,  scot.  diet.  17.  qn.  s.  srt.  6.  concl.  sccnndft. 

*  Non  est  dubinm  qnin  id  ticitnm  tit.    Ced.  dc  Poeniten.  Timet.  1.  q.  6. 
p«  is.  edit.  Salman  tic.  A.  D.  ib5S. 

•  Reginald.  lib.  dc  Conirit.  c.  t.  cap.  4. 
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that  but  few  things  are  determined  in  their  councils ;  nothing 
but  articles  of  belief,  and  the  practice  of  sacraments  relating 
to  public  order :  and  if  they  will  not  be  reproved  for  any 
things  but  what  we  prove  to  be  false  in  the  articles  of  their 
simple  belief,  they  take  a  liberty  to  say  and. do  what  they 
lisik,  and  to  corrupt  all  the  world  by  their  rules  of  conscience. 
But,  that  thm  is  also  the  doctrine  of  their  church,  their  own 
men  tell  us,  **  Communis  omnium/'  &c.  *\  It  is  the  doctrine 
of  all  their  men;''  so  they  affirm^  as  we  have  cited  their  own 
words  abo^e :  who  also  undertake  to  tell  us,  in  what  sense 
their  church  intends  to  tie  sinners  to  actual  repentance  \  not 
as  soon  as  the  sin  is  committed,  but  at  certain  seasons^  and 
then  also  to  no  more  of  it,  than  the  external  and  ritual  part. 
So  that  if  their  church  be  injuriously  charged,  themselves 
have  done  it,  not  we.  And  besides  all  this,  it  is  hard  to 
suppose  or  eitpect  that  the  innumerable  cases  of  conscience, 
which  a  whole  trade  of  lawyers  and  divines  amongst  them 
have  made,  can  be  entered  into  the  records  of  councils  and 
public  decrees.  In  these  cases  we  are  to  consider,  who 
teaches  them  ?  Their  gravest  doctorsj  in  the  face  of  the  sun, 
under  the  intuition  of  authority  in  the  public  conduct  of 
souls,  in  their  allowed  sermons,  in  their  books  licensed  by  a 
curious  and  inquisitive  authority,  not  passing  from  them,  but 
by  warranty  from  several  hands  intrusted  to  examine  them, 
^  Ne  fides  ecclesis  aliquid  detrimenti  patiatur;"  "  that 
nothing  be  published  but  what  is  consonant  to  the  catholic 
laith."  And,  therefore,  these  things  cannot  be  esteemed 
private  opinions':  especially,  since  if  they  be,  yet  they  are 
the  private  opimions  of  them  all,  and  that  we  understand 
to  be  public  enough:  and  are  so  their  doctrine,  as  what 
the  scribes  and  pharisees  taught  their  disciples,  though  the 
whole  church  of  the  Jews  had  not  passed  it  into  a  law.  So, 
this  is  the  Roman  doctrine;  though  not  the  Roman  law. 
Which  difference,  we  desire  may  be  observed  in  many  of  the 
foUowing  instances,  that  this  objection  may  no  more  inter- 
pose for  an  escape  or  excuse.  But  we  shall  have  occasion 
again  to  speak  to  it,  upon  new  particulars. 

But  tbis^  though  it  be  infinitely  intolerable,  yet  it  is  but 

'  Non  illico  nt  homo  se  ream  sentit  colpse,  poenitentiae  lege  poeoitcre  con- 
ttringitor.  Haec  profecto  couclosto  more  et  iiin  ecclcsie  satis  yidetur  consta- 
biiita.  Dom.  i  Soto,  in  quart.  seuL  dUt.  17.  qo.  s.  art.  6.    ' 
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the  beginaiiig  of  sorrows.  For  the  guides  of  sonls  ip  the 
Roman  church  have  prevaricated  in  all  the  parts  of  repent- 
ance, most  sadly  and  dangerously. 

The  next  things^  therefore,  that  we  A$ll  remark,  are 
iheir  docttines  concerning  contritioh:  which  when  it  is 
gemiine  and  true,  that  is,  a  true  cordial  mmttow  for  having 
sinned  against  God ;  a  sorrow  proceeding  from  the  love  of 
Qod,  and  conversion  to  him,  aiod  ending  in  a  dereliction  of 
aH  our  sins,  and  a  walking  in  all  righteousness;  both  the 
f)salms  and  the  prophets,  the  Old  Testament  and  the  New, 
the  Greek  fathers  and  the  Latin,  have  aflowed  as  sufficient 
fer  the  pardon  of  our  sins  through  faith  in  Jesus  Christ 
(as  our  writers  have  often  proved  in  their  sermons,  and 
books  of  conscience) :  yet  first,  the  church  of  Rome  does 
not  allow  it  to  be  of  any  value,  unless  it  be  joined  with  a 
desire  to  confess  their  sins  to  a  priest ;  saying,  that  a  man  by 
contrition  is  not  reconciled  to  God,  without  their  sacra- 
mental or  ritual  penance,  actual  or  votive ;  and  this  is  de* 
creed  by  the  council  of  Trent  ■ :  which  thing,  besides  that  it 
is  against  Scripture,  and  the  promises  of  the  Gospel,  and 
not  only  *  teaches  for  doctrine  the  commandments  of  men/ 
but  evacuates  the  goodness  of  God  by  their  traditions,  and 
weakness,  and  discourages  the  best  repentance,  and  jHrefiers 
repentance  towards  men,  before  that  i^ch  the  Scripture 
calk  repentance  towards  God,  and  faith  in  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ. 

But  the  malignity  of  this  doctrine,  and  its  influence  it 
hath  on  an  evil  life,  appears  in  the  other  corresponding  part 
of  this  doctrine.  For  as  contriti<Hi  without  their  ritual  sad 
sacramental  confession  will  not  reconcile  us  to  God:  so 
attrition  (as  they  call  it)  or  contrition  imperfect,  prooeedimr 
from  fear  of  daLation,  together  with  theL  <»en^ent,  ^ 
reconcile  the  sinner.  (Contrition  without  it,  will  not:  attrition 
with  it,  will  reconcile  us;  and,  therefore,  lytiiis  doctrine, 
which  is  e]q>ressly  decreed  at  Trent,  there  is  no  necessity 
of  contrition  at  aU ;  and  attrition  is  as  good  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  of  pardon :  and  a  Uttle  repentance  wiU  prevail 
as  well  as  the  greatest,  the  imperfect  as  well  as  the  perfect. 
So  Gulielmus  de  Rubeo^  explains  this  doctrine:  ''  He  that 

K  Seuio  4.  c.  4.  *■  In  4.  seqt.  diftt.  18.  4.  t. 
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confesses  his  sins,  grieving  but  a  little;,  obtains  remission 
of  his  sins  by  the  sacrament  of  penance  ministered  to  him 
by  the  priest  absolving  him/'  So  that  although  God  work- 
ing contrition  in  a  penitent^  hath  not  done  his  work  for  him 
without  the  priest's  absolutioni  in  desire  at  least;  yet,  if  the 
priest  do  ,his  part»  he  hath  done  the  work  for  the  penitent, 
though  God  had  not  wrought  that  excellent  grace  of  con- 
trition in  the  penitent. 

But  for  the  contrition  itself:  it  is  a  good  word,  but  of 
no  severity  or  affrightment  by  the  Roman  doctrine :  *'  One 
contrition,  one  act  of  it,  though  but  little  and  remiss,  can 
blot  out  any,  even  the  greatest  sin"  (always  understanding  it 
in  the  sense  of  the  church,  that  is,  in  the  sacrament  of 
penance),  saith  cardinal  Tolet  K — '^  A  certain  little  inward 
grief  of  mind  is  required  to  the  perfection  of  repentance," 
said  Maldonat^.  And  to  "  contrition  a  grief  in  general  for 
all  our  sins  is  sufficient;  but  it  is  not  necessary  to  grieve  for 
any  one  sin  more  than  another,"  said  Franciscus  de  Victoria* . 
^  The  greatest  sin  and  the* smallest,  as  to  this,  are  all  alike; 
and  as  for  the  contrition  itself,  any  intention  or  degree  what- 
soever, in  any  instant  whatsoever,  is  sufficient  to  obtain 
mercy  and  remission,"  said  the  same  author. 
'  Now  let  this  be  added  to  the  former,  and  the  sequel 
is  this,  That  if  a  man  live  a  wicked  life  for  threescore  or 
fourscore  years  together, — yet  if  in  the  article  of  his  death, 
sooner  than  which  God  hath  not  commanded  him  to  repent, 
he  be  a  little  sorrowful  for  his  sins,  then  resolving  for  the 
present^  that  he  will  do  so  no  more ;  and  though  this  sorrow 
hath  in  it  no  love  of  God,  but  only  a  fear  of  hell,  and  a  hope 
that  God  will  ptgrdon  him ;  this,  if  the  priest  absolves  him, 
does  instantly  pass  him  into  a  state  of  salvation.  The  priest 
with  two  fingers  and  a  thumb  can  do  his  work  for  him ;  only 
he  must  be  greatly  disposed  and  prepared  to  receive  it: 
greatly,  we  say,  according  to  the  sense  of  the  Roman  church; 
for  he  must  be  attrite,  or  it  were  better  if  he  were  contrite ; 
one  act  of  grief,  a  little  one,  and  that  not  for  one  sin  more 

>  Lib.  ill.  instrac.  sacerdot.  c.  5.  n.  4« 

k  Sam.  qn.  16.  art.  6. 

1  De  eoatrtt.  qwd*  lOT.  Qineeipqiie  intentio  coatrm  peeeatnin,  in  qa«. 
etnqat  iavUuiti,  Mffif iet  ad  cposc^ucndam  mfMiicordiam  €t  remUiioneiB. 
Ibid.  Q.  106. 
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than  another,  and  this  at  the  end  of  a  long  wicked  life,  at  the 
time  of  oar  death,  will  make  all  sure. 

Upon  these  temis^  it  is  a  wonder  that  all  wicked  men  iti 
the  world  are  not  papists ;  where  they  may  live  so  merrily, 
and  die  so  securely,  and  are  out  of  all  danger,  unless  perad- 
Tenture  they  die  very  suddenly,  which  because  so  very  few 
ilo,  the  venture  is  esteemed  nothing,  and  it  is  a  thousand  t6 
one  on  the  sinner's  side* 


SECTION  II. 

We  know  it  will  be  said,  that  the  Roman  church  enjoiils 
confession,  and  imposes  penances;  and  these  are  a  great 
restraint  to  sinne)^,  and  gather  up  what  was  scattered  before. 
The  reply  is  easy,  but  it  is  very  sad.    For, 

1.  For  confession ;  it  is  true,  to  them  who  are  tiot  used 
to  it,  as  it  is  at  the  first  time,  and  for  that  once,  it  is  as  trou- 
blesome, as  for  a  bashful  man  to  speak  orations  in  public: 
but  where  it  is  so  perpetual  and  universal,  and  done  by  com- 
panies and  crowds  at  a  solemn  set  time ;  and  when  it  may  be 
done  to  any  one  besides  the  parish-priest,  to  a  friar  that  begs, 
or  to  a  monk  in  his  dorter,  done  in  the  ear,  it  may  be  to  a 
person  that  hath  done  worse,  and  therefore  hath  no  awe 
upon  me,  but  what  his  order  imprints,  and  his  viciousness 
takes  off;  when  we  see  women  and  boys,  princes  and  pre- 
lates do  the  same  every  day :  and  as  oftentimes  they  are 
never  the  better,  so  they  are  not  at  all  ashamed ;  but  men 
look  upon  it  as  ap  certain  cure,  like  pulling  off  a  man's  clothea 
to  go  and  wash  in  a  river ;  and  make  it,  by  use  and  habit,  by 
confidence  and  custom,  to  be  no  certain  pain :  and  the  women 
blush  or  smile,  weep  or  are  unmoved,  as  it  happens  under 
their  veil,  and  the  men  under  the  boldness  of  their  sex : 
When  we  see  that  men  and  women  confess  to-day,  and  sin 
to-morrow,  and  are  not  affrighted  from  their  sin  the  more  fot 
it ;  because  they  know  the  worst  of  it,  and  have  felt  it  often, 
and  believe  to  be  eased  by  it:  certain  it  is,  that  a  little 
reason,  and  a  little  observation,  will  suffice  to  conclude,  that 
this  practice  of  confession  hath  in  it  no  afirightment,  not  bo 
much  as  the  horror  of  the  sin  itself  hath  to  the  conscience. 
For  they  who  commit  sins  confidently,  will,  with  less  regret 
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(it  maj'  be)  contesijt  in  thift^  Huinner,  whett^it  i¥tbe  ftabion 

for  every  one  to^do  it.    And  when  all  the  world  observes 

.how  loosely  the  Italians*  Spaniards,  and  French  do  live  in 

,  their  carnivals ;  giving  to  themselves  all  liberty  and  license  to 

•  do  the  vilest  things  at  that  time,'  not  only  because  they  are 
■  for  a  while  to  take  their  leave  of  them,  but  because  they  are, 

as  they  suppose,  16  be  so  soon  eased  of  their  crimes :  by 
confession,  and  the  circular  and  never*failing  hand  of  (!be 
priest;  they  Wrll  huve  no  reason  to  admire  the  sevmty  of 

•  confession:  which  as  it  was  most  certainly  intended  as  a 
deletbry  of  sin,  and  might  do  its  first  intention,  if  it  were 
equally  managed;  so  now  certainly  it  gives  confidence  to 
many  men  to  sin,  and  to  most  men  to  neglect  the  greater  atid 

.  more  effective  parts  of  essential  repentance. 

We  shall  not  need  to  observe  bow  confession  is  made  a 
.mtniBter- of  state,  a  picklock  of  secrets,  a  spy  upon  families, 
a  sefirbher  of  inclinations,  a  betraying  to  temptations;  for  this 
is  wholly  by  the  fault  of  the  men,  and  liot  of 'the  doctrine; 
but  even  the  doctrine  itself;  as  it  is  handled  in  the  church  of 
Rome,  is  do  far  from  bringing  peace  to  the  troubled  con- 
sciences, that  it  intromits  moi*e  scruples  and  cases  than  it 
>ci|n  resolve. 

For  besidles  that  itself  is  a  question,  dnd  they  have  made 

•  it  clangerous  by  pretending  that  it  is  by  Divine  tight*  and 
institution,  ^^for  so  some  of  the  schoolmen*  teach ;  and  the 
canonists  say  the  contrary  b,  and  that  it  h  only  of  human 
and  positive  constitution, — and  by  this  difierence  in  so  great  a 
point,  have  made  the  whole  economy  of  their  repentance, 
which  relies  upon  the.  ^pposefl  necessity  of  confession,  to 
fail,  or  to  shake  vehemently,  and,  at  the  best,  to  be  a  founda- 
tion: tpq:ii|ice]|t^.  to  build  the. hopes  of  «alvatipn  on  it:  be- 
sides, all  thia,  wQ.say^  their,  rul^  and  doctrines  of  confeasion 
enjoin  jK>iiie  thiqga  that,  sore  of  themselves  dangerous^  and 

•  Vide  Biel,  lib.  iv.  4ut.  17.  q.  t.  ctSeoCnin,  tbid«  et  Bumtent.  lb.  0«  t. 

^  Melins  dicitar,  earn  iustitatani.  faisse  &  qnadam  nniTeisali  Ecdeuae 
'  traditione,  qiiaih  ex  Nov!  vel  VeterisTestamenti  aiitoritate;et  tamen  necatar 
'llftc  tradition  eske  nnivmtdisl  '  ClDnfeuio  flon  est  ncresanria  apnd  OnecM, 
qaianimcmmmviritmlillottradltionsltter.  DcP«nit  tflst  5.  vd  ^riocii^o 
GXam,  ibid.  Vide  /eUam  PkiH>riniUB.  i«i|»cr  Decrf  ta,  Ub^  v.  cap.  Quod  1iute4i, 
cap.  Omnu  atrinsqne  Bexns,  seot.  18.  extrav.  GIom.  Maldonmtus  fatetnr 
cMnocs  canonistas  in  hanc  Bententiam  coDsensisse.  Disp.  de  Sacram.  torn.  ii. 
c.  s.  de  Confess.  Orig. 
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iead  into  tenptation.    An  instance  of  this  is  in  that'whieh  is 
decreed  in  the  canons  of  Trent%  that  the  penitent  mnst  not 
only  confess  every  mortal  sin,  which*  after  diligent  injury, 
he  remembersy  but  etren  his  very  sinful  thoughts  in  particabr, 
and  his  secret  desires^  and  every  drcnmstance  wfaidi  changes 
die  kind  of  the  sin^  or,  as  some  add,  does  notably  incresse 
it :  and  how  can  this  be  safely  done*  and  who  is  si^cient  for 
these  things,  and  who  can  tell  his  circumstances  without 
tempting  his  confessor,  or  betrsying*  and  defiuning  another 
person,  (which  is  forbidden)  and  in  what  cases  it  may  be 
done,  or  in  what  cases  omitted  T  and  whether  the  confession 
be  valid  upon  infinite' other  considerations^  and  whether  it  be 
to  be  repeated  in  wlude  or  in  part,  and  how  often?  and  how 
much  ?  these  things  are  so  uncertain,  casual,  and  contingent, 
and  so  many  ca3es  are  multiplied  upon  every  one  of  these, 
and  these  so  disputed  and  argued  by  their  greatest  doctois, 
by  Thomas,  and  Scotus,  and  all  the  schoolmen,,  and  by  the 
casuists;  that,  as  Beatus  Rbenanus  complains,  ft  «tes  truly 
observed  by  the  famous  John  Geilerius,  that  according  Co 
their  cases,  inquiries,  and  conclusions*  it  is  impossible  for 
any  man  to  make  a  right  confession.    So  that  although  the 
shame  of  private  confession  be  very  tolerable  and  easy,  yet 
the  cases  and  scruples  which  they  have  introduced,  are  nei- 
ther easy  nor  tolerable :  and  though,  as  it  is  now  used,  thetfe 
..be  but  little  in  it  to  restrain  from  sin;  yet  there. is  very  mndi 
danger  of  increasing  it,  and  of  receiving  no  benefit  by  it 


SECTION  III. 

But  then  for  penances  and  satisfactions  (of  which  they  boast 
so  much,  as  being  so  great  restraints  to  sin),  these  as  they 
are  piddidy  handled,  are  nothing  but  words  and  ineffective 
sounds.  For  first,  if  we  consider  what  the  penances  themr 
selves  are  which  are  enjoined;  they  are  reduced  from  the 
ancient  canonical  penances  to  private  and  arbitrary,  firom 
years  to  hours,  from  great  severil^  to  gentleness  and  ftattery, 
from  fasting  and  public  shame,  to  the  sajring  over  their 
beads,  firom  corditd  to  ritual,  from  smart  to  money,  fiom 

«  ScM^^cas.^. 
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bearttness  and  earnestness  to  pageantry  and  theatrical  images 
of  penance;  and  if  some  confessors  happen  to  be  severe, 
there  are  ways  enough  to  he  eased.  For  if  the  peni^ 
tait  may  have  leave  to  go  to  a  gentler,  or  he  may  get  comr 
matatioiuiy  or  he  may  get  somebody  else*  to  do  them^  for 
htm:  and  if  his  penances  be  ever  so  great,  or  ever  sp 
little,  yet  it  may  be  all  supplied  by  indulgences ;  of  which 
there  are  Buch  stores  in  the  Lateran  at  Rome,  that,  as  Pope 
Boniface  said,  **  No  man  is  able  to  number  them ;"  yet  he 
confirmed  them  all* 

In  the  church  of  Santa  Maria  de  Popolo'  there  are  for 
every  day  in  the  year  two  thousand  and  eight  hundred  years 
of  pardon,  besides  fourteen  thousand  and  fourteen  caren- 
tanes ;  which^  in  one  year,  amount  jto  more  than  a  million : 
all  which  are  confirmed  by  the  popes  Paschal  I.  Boniface  VIII, 
and  Gregory  IX.    In  the  church  of  ISt.  Vitus  and  Modestus, 
there  are,  for  every  day  in  the  year,  seven  thousand  years, 
and  seven  thousand  carentanes  of  pardon,  and  a  pardon  of 
a  ihtrd  part  of  all  our  sins  besides ;  and  the  price  of  all 
this  is  but  praying  before  an  altar  in  that  church.    At  the 
sepulchre  of  Christ  in  Venice  there  is  hung  up  a  prayer  of 
St.  Austin,  with  an  indulgence  of  fourscore  and  two  thousanil 
years,  granted  by  Boniface  VIII.,  (who  was  of  all  the  popes 
Hbe  most  bountiful   of  the  church's   treasure)   and   Bene- 
dict XL,  to  him  that  shall  say  it,  and  that  for  every  day 
f  toties  quoties.'    The  Divine  pardon  of  Sica  gave  a  plenary 
Hxittlgence  to  every  one,  that  being  confessed  and  commu^ 
Bicalted  should  pray  there  in  the  Franciscan  church  of  '  Santa 
Maria  degli  Angeli,'  and .  this  pardon,  is  '  ab  omni  poena  et 
culpa.'    The  English  of  that  we  easily  understand  ;  but  the 
meaning  of  it  we  do  not,  because  they  will  not  pwn  that 
these  iodulgeilces  do  profit  ^y  one,  whose  guilt  is  not  taken 
away  by  the  sacrament  of  penance.    But  this  is  not  the  only 
anare  in  which  they  have  inextricably  entangled  themselves : 
but  be  it  as  they  please  for  this ;  whatever  it  was^  it  was  since 
enlarged  by  Sixths  IV.  and  Sixtus  V.  to  all.  that  shall  wear 
St.  Francis's  cord.    The  saying  a  few  Pater  posters  and  Aves, 
Ibefore  a  privileged  altar,  can,  in  innumerable  places,  procure 
vast  portions  of  this  treasure;  and  to  deliver  a.  soul  out  oi 

•  Eman.  Sa,  Y.  Satii&ct.  n,  10.  Toiet  lib.  iii.  Jutr.  Sacerd.  c.  II.  n.  6* 
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purgsitoTy^  whom  tHey  list;  is  promised  to  many  npon  etsy 
terms,  even  to  thjB  saying  of  their  beads  over  with  an  ap* 
pendant  medal  of  the  pope's  benediction.  *Every  priest,  at 
his  third  or  fourth  mass,  is  as  sure  as  may  be,  to  deliver  the 
souls  of  his  parents  r  and  a  thousand  more  auch  atoriea  as 
these  are  to  be  seen  every  where  and  eveiy  day. 

Qnce  for  all :  there  was  a  book  printed  at  Paris  by  Francis 
Regnanlt,  A.  D.  1530.  May  25,  called  'The  hatm  of  the 
most  blessed  Virgin  Mary,  according  to  the  use  of  Sarom*;* 
in  which,  for  the  saying  three  short  prayers  writtenan  Rome^ 
in  a  place  called  '  The  chapel  of  the  holy  cross  of  seven  Ro- 
mans/ are  promised  fourscore  and  ten  thousand  years  of 
pardon  of  deadly  sin\  Now  the  meaning  of  these  thin^  is 
Very  plain.  By  these  devices  they  serve  themselves,  and 
they  do  not  serve  Ood.  They  serve  themselves  1^  this 
doctrine:  for  they  teach  that  what  penance  is  ordinarily 
imposed,  does  not  take  away  all  the  punishment  that  is  due ; 
for  they  do  not  impose  what  was  anciently  enjoined  by  the 
penitential  canons,  but  some  Nttle  thing  instead  of  it:  and,  it 
^nxfij  he,  that  what  was  anciently*  enjoined  by  the  penitential 
canons,  is  not  so  much  as  God  will  exact :  for  they  suppose 
that  he  will  forgive  nothing  but  theguiltand  the -eternity  ; 
but  he  will  exact  all  that  can  be  demanded  on  thi9  side  hell, 
even  to  the  la^t  farthing  'he  must  be  paid  some  way  or  otber» 
even  when  the  guilt  is  t^en  Away  :-^  but  therefore  to  prevent 
any  failing  that  way,  they  have  given  indulgences  enough  to 
take,  off  what  was  due  by  the  old  canons,  and  what  may  be 
due  by  the'severity  of  God;  and  if  these  fail,  they  may  bava 
recourse  to  the  priests,  atrd  they  by  their  masses  cbxi  make 
supply:  BO  that  their  disciples  are  weR,  tmd  the  want  4»f 
ancjent  discipline  shall  do  dkem  tio  hurt.  -  ^     .• 

But  then  how  little  .they  se^e  God's  end  by  treating  the 
sinner  so  gently,  will  be  very  evident.  For  by  this  means 
they  have  found  out  out  a' way,  that  though,  4l  may  be,  <3od 
wOl  be  more  sey.ere  thfid  the  old  penitential  canons;  and 
although  these  canons  were  much  more  severe  than  men  9n 
now  willing  to  suffer;  yet  neither  for  the  one  or -the  other 
shall  they  need  to  be  troubled :  they  have  found  out  an  easier 
way  to  go  to  heaven  than  so.  *  And  indulgence  will  be  no 

^  Tolet  Imtr.  Saecrd.  lib.  iii.  c.  11.  n.  6. 
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great  dmrge,  but  that  will  take  off  alt  the  supernumerary, 
penaucesy  which  ought  to  have  been  imposed  by, the  ancient 
discipline  of  the  church,  and  may  be  required  ,by  God.  A 
little  alibs  to  a.priest,  a  smallobl^tipxi  to  a  churc^,  a  piU. 
griJoiage  to  the  image  or  relics  of  a  saii^ty  weaaring'St.  Francis's 
cord,  saying  over  the  beada  with  an  t\tJl6wed  appendant, 
entering  into  a  fraternjty^  praying  at  ^,  privileged  altar,  leaving 
a  legacy  for  a  soul-mass*  visiting  .a  privileged  cemetery,  and 
twenty  other  devices,  will  secure  the  sinner  from  suffering 
pohishment  here  or  hereafter^  more  than  his  fjriendly  priest  is 
pleased  gently  to  impose.      , 

To  them  that  ask,  What  should  any  one  .nc^ied  to  get  so 
Biany  bvndred  thousand  years  of  pardon,  as  are  r^a^y  to  be 
had  upon-  very,  tosy  terms,  r— They  answer,  as.  beforp;  that 
whereas  it  may  be  for  perjury,  the  ancient  canons  enjoined 
penance  all  their  life* ;  that  will  bp  Buppqsed  to  be  tifenty  or 
forty  years,  or  suppose  slt^  hupdred ;  if  the  man  )i^ve  been 
perjured  a  thousand  times,  and  committjefl  adultery  so  often* 
.and  done  innumerable  .other  sins,  for  every  one  of  wh^ch  he 
deserves  to  suffer  forty  years'  pens^ice ;  and  how  much  more 
in  the  account  of  God  he  deserves,  he  ki^ows  nq^ :,  if  be  be 
attrite*  and  confessed  so,;that.the  guilt,  is  taken  away,  yet,  as 
much  temporal  punishment  reODoains  due  as  is  not  paid  here : 
but.theindulgences  of  the.  diurch  will  take  o£f,  so  much  as 
it  comes  to,  even  of  all  that  would  be  $iuffered  in  purgatory. 
Now  it  is  true,  that  purgatory  (at  least  as  is  believed)  cannot 
last  a  hundred  thousand  years ;  but  yet  God  may,  by  the 
acerbity  of  the  flames  in  twenty  years,  equal  the  canonical 
penances  of  twenty  thousand  years:  to  prevent  which,  these 
indulgences  of  so  many  thousand  years  are  devised.  A  wise 
and  thrifty  invention  sure,  and  well  contrived,  and  rightly 
applotted  according  to  every  man's  need,  and  according  aa 
they  sUspect  his  bill  shall  amqunt  tQ,    .        , 

Thia  strange  invention,  as  strange  as  it  is,  will  be  owned ; 
for  this  is  the  account  of  it,  w.hicli  We  find  in.Bellarmine'  : 
and  although  GersoU  and  Dominicus  h  Soto  are  ashamed  of 
these  prodigious  indulgences,  and  suppose  that  the  pope's 
qnestuarios  did  procure  them,  yet  4t. must, not  be  so  dis- 


:iM 


«  Vide  Conci.l,  Tribnr.  c.  54.    Borchard..  lib.  xlx,    TfCtah   UfcL  d« 
Pcenitentta. 

'  J>e  lodnlgeat.  lib.  i.  c.  9.  sect  Existtt  aiitein« 
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owned ;  tnith  is  truth,  and  it  is  notoriously  so ;  and  therefore 
a  reason  must  be  found  out  for  it;  and  this  it  is^  which  we 
have  accounted.  But  the  use  we  make  of  it,  is  this ;  that 
since  they  have  declared,  that  when  sins  are  pardoned  so 
easily^  yet  the  punishment  remains  so  very  great,  and  that 
so  much  must  be  suffered  here  or  in  purgatory ;  it  is  strange 
that  they  should  not  only  in  effect  pretend  to  show  more 
mercy  than  God  does,  or  the  primitive  church  did ;  but  that 
they  should  directly  lay  aside  the  primitive  discipUne,  and 
while  they  declaim  against  their  adversaries,  for  saying  they 
are  not  necessary,  yet  at  the  same  -time  they  should  devise 
tricks  to  take  them  quite  away ;  so  that  neither  penance  shall 
much  smart  here,  nor  put^tory  (which  is  a  device  to  make 
men  be  Mulatas,  as  the  Spaniard  calls  half-Christians,  a 
device  to  make  a  man  go  to  heaven  and  to  hell  too)  shall 
not  torment  them  hereafter.  However  it  be,  yet  things  are 
so  ordered,  that  the  noise  of  penances  need  not  trouble  the 
greatest  criminal,  unless  he  be  so  unfortunate  as  to  live  in 
no  country  and  near  no  church,  and  without  priest  or  friend, 
or  money,  or  notice  of  any  thing  that  is  so  loudly  talked  of 
in  Christendom.  If  he  be,  he  hath  no  help  but  one ;  he  must 
live  a  holy  and  a  severe  life,  which  is  the  only  great  cala-> 
mity  which  they  are  commanded  to  suffer  in  the  church  of 
'England :  but  if  he  be  not,  the  case  is  plain,  he  may  by  these 
doctrines  take  his  ease. 


SECTION  IV. 

We  doubt  not,  but  they  who  understand  the  proper  sequel 
of  these  things,  vnll  not  wonder  that  the  church  of  Rpme 
should  have  a  numerous  company  of  proselytes,  made  up  of 
such  as  the  beginnings  of  David's  army  were.  But  that  we 
may  undeceive  them  also,  for  to  their  souls  we  intend  charity 
and  relief  by  this  address,  we  have  thought  fit  to  add  one 
consideration  more,  and  that  is,  that  it  is  not  fit  that  they 
should  trust  to  this,  or  any  thing  of  this ;  not  only  because 
there  is  no  foundation  of  truth  in  these  new  devices,  but 
because  even  the  Roman  doctors  themselves,  when  they 
are  pinched  with  an  objection^  let  their  hold  go,  and  to 
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esct^,  do,  in  renunrkable  measures,  destroy  their  own  new; 
building.  .    , 

The  case  is  this:  to  them  who  say,  thai  if  there  were 
truth  in  these  pretensions,  then  all  tiiese,  and  the  many- 
millions  of  indulgencepi  more,  and  the  many  other  ways 
of  releasing  souls  out  of  purgatory,  the  innumerable  masses' 
said  every  day,  the  power  of  the  keys  so  largely  employed,, 
would,  in  a  sjiort  time,  have  emptied  purgatory  of  all  her 
sad  inhabitant^,  or,  it  may  be,  very  few  would  go  tfaiihev, 
and  they  that  unfortunately  do,  cannot  stay  long;  ahd 
consequendy,  besides  that,  this  great  softness  and  easiness^ 
of  procedure  would  give  confidence  to  the  greatest  sinners, 
and  the  hopes  of  purgatory  would  destroy  the  fears  of  hell,- 
and  the  certainty  of  doing  well  enough  in  an  imperfect  hie, 
would  make  men  careless  of  the  more  excellent:  besides 
these  things,  there  will  need  no  continuation  of  pensions,' 
to  pray  for  persons  dead  many  years  ago :  to  them,  I  say, 
who  talk  to  them  at  this  rate,  they  have  enough  to  answer.  . 

Deceive  not  yourselves,  there  are  more  things  to.be 
reckoned  for  than  so.  For,  when  you  have  deserved  great 
punishments  for  great  sins,  and. the  guilt  is  taken  off  by 
absolution,  and  (you  suppose)  the  punishment  by  indulgences 
or  the  satisfitction  of  others ;  it  may  be  so,  and  it  may  be. 
not  so. 

For  1.  It  is  according  as  your  indulgence  is.    Suppose 
it  for  forty  years,  6r  it  may  be  an*  hundred,  or  a  thousand 
(and  that  is  a  great  matter) ;  yet,  peradventure,  accorditig.  to 
die  old  penitential  imte  you  have  deserved  the  penance  of 
forty  thousand  yeiirs;  or  at  least,  you  may  have  done. so > 
by  the  more  severe  account  of  Ood :  if  the  penance  of  forty 
years  be  taken  off  by  your  indulgence,  it  does  as  much 
of  the  work  as  was  proonsed  or  intended ;  but  you  can  fed 
l|ttle  ease,  if  still  there  remains  due  the  penance  of  threescore 
thousand,  years.    No  pan  can  tell  the  difference,  whea  what' 
remains  shall  be  so  great  as  to  surmount  all  the  evils  of 
this  life  I  and  the  abatement  may  be  accounted  by  pen  and 
ink,  but  will  signify  Uttle  in  the  perception:  it  is  like  the 
qasting  out  of  a  devil  out  of  a  miserable  demoniack,  when»: 
Uiere  still  remains  fifty  more,  as  bad  as  he  that  went  awiqr.; 
the  man  will  hardly  find  how  much  he  is  advano$d  in  his. 
cure. 

But  2.  You  have,  with  much  labour  and  some  charge^ 
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piirohafied  to  yourself  »o  many  quadngenes,  or  lente  of 
pardon ;  that  is,  you  have  bought  off  the  penances  of  so 
many  times  forty  days.  It  is  well;  but  were  you  well 
adrised?  it  may  be,  your.qnadragenes  are  not  carenes,  that 
is,  are  not  a  quitting  the  severest  penances  of  fasting  so 
long  in  bread  and  water :  for  there  is  great  difference  in  the 
manner  of  keeping  a  penitential  lent,  and  it  may  be, 
yoa  have  purchased  but  some  lighter  thing;  and  then,  if 
your  demerit  arise  to  so  many  carenes,  and  you  purchased 
but.m^re  quadragenes,  without  a  minute,  and  table  of  par- 
ticnlars,  you  may  stay  longer  in  purgatory  than  you  expected. 

3..  But,  therefore^  your  best  way  is  to  get  a  plenary  indul- 
gence*; and  that  may  be  had  on  reasonable  terms:*  but  take 
head  you  do  not  think  yourself  secure,  for  a  plenary  induU 
genoe  does  not  da  all  that  it  may  be  you  require ;  for  there  is 
an- indulgence  more  full,  and  another  most  full,  and  it  is  not 
agnaed  upon  among  the  doctors,  whether  a  plenary  indulgence 
is  to  be  extended  beyond  the  taking  off  those  penances,  which 
were  actually  enjoined  by  the  confessor,  or  how  far  they  go 
further.  And  they  that  read  Turrecremata,  Navar,  Cordu- 
bensis,  Fabius,  Incamatus,  Petms  de  Soto,  Armilla  Aurea, 
Aquinas,  Tolet,  Ca^etan,  in  their  several  accounts  of  indul* 
gences,  will  soon  perceive,  that  all  this  is  but  a  handAd  of 
smoke ;  when  you  hold  it,  you  hold  it  not 

4.  But  further  yet ;  all  indulgences  are  granted  upon  some 
indttcement,  and  are  not  '  ex  mero  motu,'  or  *  acts  of  mere 
grace'  without  cause;  and  if  the  cause  be  not  reasonable, 
they  are  invalid :  and  whether  th^  cause  be  sufficient,  will 
be  very  hard  to  judge.  And  if  there  be  for  the  indulgence, 
yet,  if  there  be  not  a  reasonable  cause  for  the  quantity  of  the 
indulgence,  you  cannot  tell  how  much  you  get:  and  the 
preacheiB  of  indulgences  ought  not  to  declare  how  valid 
they  are  '  assertive,'  that  is,  by  any  confidence ;  but 
'  opinative/  or  *  recitative/  they  can  only  tell  what  is  said, 
or  what  is  their  own  opinion. 

6.  When  this  difficulty  is  passed  over,  yet,  it  may  be, 
the  person  is  not  capable  of  them ;  for,  if  he  be  not  in  the 
state  of  grace,  all  is  nothing;  and  if  he  be,  yet  if  he  does 
not  perform  the  condition  of  the  indulgence  actually,  his 
mere  endeavour,  or  good  desire,  is  nothing.    And  when  the 

»  Vld€  Joan,  de  TorrecrcinaU  id  comnient.  disk.  i.  dc  Ptenitent. 
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conditions  are  nctaally  done,  it  an»i  be  inquired,  whether, 
in  the  time  of  doing  them,  you  were  in  efaartty ;  :whether  you 
be  so  at  least  in  the  last  day  of  flnishmg  tfacin:  it  is  good 
to  be  certain  in  this^  lest  all  evaporate,  and  come  to  nothing. 
But  yet,  suppose  this  too,  though  the  work  you  are  to  db  as 
the  condition  of  the  indulgence,  be  done  so  well  that  you' 
lose  hot  all  the  indulgence ;  yet,  f6r  every  degree  of  imper- 
fection in  that  work,  you  will  lose  a  part  of  the  indulgence, 
and  then  it  will  be.  hard  to  tell,  whether  you  get  half  so  mbcJi 
as  you  propounded  to  yourself.  But  here  Pope  AdHan 
troubles  the  whole  affiiir  again  ^ :  for,  if  the  indulgence  be 
only  given  according  to  the  worthiness  of  the  work  dbne, 
then  that  will  avail  of  itself  without  any  ghmt  from  the 
cliuFch ;  and  then  it  is  hugely  questionable,  whether  the 
pope's  authority  be  of  any  use  in  this  whole  matter. 

6*  But  there  is  yet  a  greater  heap  of 'dangers  and  uncer- 
tainties; for  yon  must  be  sure  of  the  authority  of 'him,  that 
gives  the  indulgence/ and  in  this  there  are  nlany  doubtful 
questions;  but  when  they  are  over,  yet  it  is  worth  inquiry 
{for  some  doctors  are  fearful  in  this  point),  whether  the 
intromission  of  venial  sins,  without  which  no  inan  lives, 
does  hinder  the  fruit  of  the  indulgence ;  for  if  it  does,  all  the 
cost  is  lost. 

7.  When  ah  indulgence  is  given,  put  case  to  abide  forty 
days  on  certain  conditions,  whether  these  forty  days  are 
to  be  taken  collectively  or  distribotively ;  for,  because  it  is 
confessed,  that  the  matter  of  indulgence  is  ^res  odibflis,' 
an  hateful  and  f  an  odious  matter  S'  it  is  not  tb  be  understood 
in  the  sense  of  favour,  but  of  greatest  severity;  iemd;  there- 
fore, it  is  good  to  know  beforehand  what  to' trust  to,  to 
inquire  how  the  l>ull  is  penned,  and  what  sense  of  law  every 
w6rd  does  bear;  for  it  m^y  be  any  good  man's  case.  '  If  an 
indulgence  be  granted  to  a  place  for  so  many  days  in  every 
year,  it  were  fit  you  inquire,  for  how  many  years  that  will 
last;  for  some  doctors  say,  that  if  a  definite  number  of 
years  be  not  set  down,  it  is  intended  to  last  but  twenty 
years.     And,  therefore,  it  is  good  to  be  wise  early. 

8.  But  it  is  yet  of  greater  consideration :  if  you  take  put 
a  bull  o^  indulgence,  relating  to  the  article  of  death,  in  case 
you  recover  that  sickness,  in  which  you  thought  you  should 

k  Hfot.  CoiicH.  Trident,  lib.  i.  p«g.  UO.  I/ondin.  edit. 
*^  Fab.  Inciroat.  scnitin.  Saccrd.  tin  ludiilgeDt. 
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use  it»— 'yon  must  oonsideri  whether  you  must  not  lake  oot 
a  new  one  for  the  next  fit  of  sickness ;  or,  will  the  first,  which 
stood  for  nothing,  keep  cold,  and,  without  any  sensible  error 
serve  when  you  shall  indeed  die  ? 

'  9.  You  must  also  inquire,  and  be  rightly  informed,  whether 
an  indulgence  granted  upon  a  certain  festival  will  ^be  valid* 
if  the  day  be  changed  (as  they  were  all  at  once  by  the  Gjre- 
goriau  calendar) :  or,  if  you  go  into  another  country,  where 
the  feast  is  not  kept  the  same«  day,  as  it  happens  in  movable 
feasts,  and  on  St.  Bartholomew's  day,  and  some  others. 

10.  When  your  lawyers  have  told  you  their  opinion  of 
all  these  questions,  and  given  it  under  their  hands,  it  will 
concern  you  to  inquire  yet  further,  whether  a  siicceeding 
pope  have  not,  or  cannot  revoke  an  indulgence  granted  by 
his  predecessor ;  for  this  is  often  done  in  matters  of  favour 
and  privileges;  and  the  German  princes  complained  sadly 
of  it;  and  it  was  complained  in  the  council  of  Lyon^',  that 
Martin,  the  legate  of  po|>e  Innocent  VIII.,  revoked  and 
dissipated  all  former  grants :  and  it  is  .an  old  rule,  **  Papa 
Bunquam  sibi  ligat  manus,"  '^  The  pope  never  binds  his  ownu 
bands."    But  here  some  caution  would  do  well.  . 

11.  It  is  worth  inquiry,  whether,  in  the  year  of  jubilee, 
all  other  indulgences  be  suspended ;  for,  though  some  think 
they  are  not, .  yet,  Navar  and  Emanuel  Sit  affirm  that  they 
are;  and  if  they  chance  to  say  true  (for  no  man  knows 
whether  they  do  or  do  not),  you  may  be  at  a  loss  that  way* 
And  when  all  this  is  done,  yet 

12.  Your  indulgences  will  be  of  no  avail  to  you  in  reserved 
eases,  which  are  very  many.  A  great  many  more  very  fine 
scruples  might  be  moved,  and  are  so ;  and,  therefore,  when 
you  have  gotten  all  the  security  you  can  by  these^  you  are 
not  safe,  at  all.  But,  therefore,  be  sure  still  to  get  masses  to 
be  said. 

So  that  now  the  great  objection  is  answered ;  you  need 
not  fear  that  saying  masses  will  ever.be  made  unnece^ry 
by  the  multitude  of  indulgences :  the  priest  must  still  b^ 
employed  and  entertained  in  'subsidium,'  since  there  are 
so  many  ways  .of  making  the  indulgence  good  for  nothing : 
and,  as  for  the  fear  of  emptying  purgatory  by  the  free  and 
liberal  use  of  the  keys,  it  is  very  needless ;  because  the  pope 

<  Ccntam.gnunuB.  Germ.  Idem  fteeve  voloH. Psolai. Qsliiliit  in  Vcae- 
torom  cMiMi.  ' 
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cannot  ey&cnate  purgatory*,  or  gire  so  many  indulgences 
as  to  take  ont  all  souls  from  thence :  and,  therefore,  if  the 
popes,  and  the  bishops,  and  the  legates,  have  been  already  too 
free,'  it  may  be,  there  is  so  much  in  arrear,  that  the  trei^sure 
of  the  church  is  spent,  or  the  church  is  in  debt  for  souls ; 
or  else,  though  the  treasure  be  inexhaustible,  yet  so  much 
of  her  treasure  ought  not  to  be  made  use  of,  and>  therefore, 
it  may  be,  that  your  souls  shall  be  postponed,  and  must 
stay  and  take  its  turn  Grod  knows  when.  And,  therefore, 
we  cannot  but  commend  the  prudence  of  Cardinal  Alber« 
iiotius^  who,  by  his  last  will  took  order  for  fifty  thousand 
masses,  to  be  said  for  his  soul;  for  he  was  a  wise  v^nn, 
and  loved  to  make  all  as  sure  as  he  could. 

But  then,  to  apply  this  to  the  consciences  of  die  poor 

people  of  the '  Roman  communion.    Here  is  a  great  deal 

of  treasare  of  the  church  pretended,  and  a  great  many 

flivours  granted,  and  much  ease  promised,  and  the  wealth 

of  the  church  boasted  of/ and  the  people's  money  gotten; 

and  that  this  may  be  a  perpetual  spring,  it  is  dear  amongst 

Aeit  own  writers,  that  yott  are  not  sare  of  any  good  by 

all'  that  is  past,  but  you  must  get  more  security,  <Mr  this 

may  be  nothing.     But  how  easy  were  it  for  you  now  to 

conclude,'  that  all  this  is  but  a  mere  cozenage,  an  art  to 

'get  money  ?  but  that  is  but  the  least  of  the  evil,  it  is  a  certain 

Uray  to  deceive  souls*    For,  since  there  are  so  many  thoi^• 

^ands  that  trust  to  these  things,  and  yet,  in  the  confession 

lof  your  ovm  writers,  there  are  so  many  fallibilities  in  the 

whole,  and  in  every  part,  why  will  you  suffer  yourselves 

•>K>  weakly  and  vainly  to  be  cosetted  out  of  your  souls  with 

pfottiises  that  signify  nothing,  and  words  without  virtue, 

and  treasures  tlmt  make   no  man  rich,  and  indulgences 

that  give  confidence  to  sin,  but  no  ease  to  the  pains  wUcb 

follow  ? 

Besides  all  this,  it  is  very  considerable,  that  this  whole 
affair  is  a  state  of  temptation ;  for  they  that  have  so  many 
ways  to  escape,  will  not  be  so  careful  of  the  main  stake, 
as  the  interest  of  it  requires.  He  that  hopes  to  be  relieved 
by  many  others,  will  be  tempted  to  neglect  himself:  these 


*  Fabins  Incmmtof  Scmtio.  Sacerdot  de  iDdalgCDt  sect  aatepen.  «dit 

I.  I(tt8. 
f  Apod  OcDCS*  SepaWcdam  in  tIU  Egidii  Albefootii  Cardinal. 
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18  a  tv  fuya,  an  '  Unum  necessariuni,*  even  that  "  we  work 
out  our  own  sahation  with  fear  and  trembling."  A  little 
wisdom,  and  an  easy  observation,  were  enough  to  make  all 
men  that  love  themselves,  wisely  to  abstain  from  such  diet, 
which  does  not  nourish,  but  fill  the  stomach  with  wind,  and 
imagination.    But  to  return  to  the  main  inquiry.   ' 

We  desire  that  it  be  considered^  how  dangerously  good 
life  is  undermined,  by  the  propositions  collaterally  taught 
by  their  great  doctors,  in  thia  matter  of  indulgences,  besides 
the  main  and  direct  danger  and  deception. 
•  1 .  **  Venial  sins,  preceding  or  following  the  work  enjoined 
for  getting  indulgences,  hinder  not  their  fruit:  but  if  they 
intervene  in  the  time  of  doing  them,  then  they  jiindert/'  By 
this  proposition  there  is  infinite  uncertainty  concerning  the 
value  of  any  indulgence ;  for,  if  venial  sins  be  daily  incurs 
sions,  who  can  say*  that  he  is  one  day  clean  from  them  ?  And 
if  he  be  not,  he  hath  paid  his  price  for  diat  which  profits  not, 
and  he  i^  made  to  rely  npori  that  which  Ivill  hot  support  him^ 
But  though  this  being  taught,  dotli  evacuate  the  indtilj^'ence, 
yet  it  is  not  taught  to  prevent  the  sin ;  for,  before  and  after, 
if  you  commit  venial  siifs,  there  is  no  great. matter  in  it :  the 
inconvenience  is  not  great,  and  the  remedy  is  ^asy;  you 
are  told  of  your  security,  as  to  this  pbint  beforehand. 

2.  Pope  Adrian  taught  a  worse  matter. '  **  H^  that  will 
obtain  indulgence  for  another,  if  he  does  perform  the  work 
-^  enjoined,  though  himself  be  in  deadly  sin,  yet'fof  the  other 
he  prevails '^ :''  as  if  a  man  could  d6  more  for  another  than 
he  can  do  for  himself;  or,  as  if  God  would  regard  the 
prayers  of  a  vile  and  a  wicked  perison,  when  he  interdedes  for 
another,  and  at  the  same  time,  if  he  prays  for  himself^  his 
prayer  is  an  abomination.  God  first  id  entreated  for  bur- 
selves,  and  when  we  are  more  excellent  persons,  admits 
us  to  intercede,  and  we  shall  prevail  for  others :  but  that 
a  wicked  person,  who  is  under  actual '  guilt,  and  ooliged 
himself  to  suffer  all  punishment,  can  ea^e  and  takd  off  the 
punishmtat  due  to  others  by  any  externailly-good  work  done 
ungraciously,  is  a  piece*  of  new  divinity  without  colour  of 
reason  or  religion.    Others  in.lliis  are  something  less  scan* 


'  Fab.  Incarn.  nbi  supra. 

^  Apud  PctniDi  de  Soto  iert.  de  Instit.  Sacerd.  de  necessaiiia  ad  cffectnm 
iDdnlg. 
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dalous ;  and  affirm,  tbal>  though  it*  be  ndi  neeessary,  that 
wheixithe  indulgenee  is  granted,  the  man  should  be  in  the 
state  of  grace ;  yet  it  is  necessaiy,  that  at  some  time  or 
other  he  should  be ;  at  any  lime  (it  seems)  it  will  serve.  For 
thus  they  turn  divinity,  and  the  care  of  souls,  iiuto  mathe- 
matics and  clock -work,  and  dispute  minutes  and  periods 
with'  6od«  and  are  careful  to  tell  their  people  how  -much 
liberty  they  may  take,  and  how  fac  they  may  venture,  lest 
they  should  lose  any  •  thing  of  their  sin's  pleasure,  .which 
they  can  possibly,  enjoy,  and  yet  have  hopes,  of  their  being 
savfdatlast. 

3.  But  there  is  wors^  yet.  If  a  man  willingly  commits  a 
sin  in  hope  and  expectation  of  a  jubilee,  and  of  th^  indul- 
gences afterwards*  to  be  granted^  he 'does  not  lose  the  in- 
dulgence, but  shall  receive  it:  which  is  expressly  .affirmed 
by  Navar',  and  Antonius  Cordubensis'', — and  Bellarmine', 
though  he  asks  the  question,  denies  it  not.  By  which  it  is 
evident,  that  the  Roman  doctrines  and  divinity  teach  con- 
trary to  God's  way ;  who  is  most  of  all  angry  with  them  that 
^'  turn  his  grace  into  wantonness/'  and  sin  **  that  grace  may 
abound." 

4.  If  any  man,  by  reason  of  poverty,  cannot  give  the 
prescribed  alms,  he  cannot  receive  the  indulgence.  Now 
since  it  is  sufficiently  known,  that  in  all  or  most  of  the  in- 
dulgences,' a  cla;use  is  sure  to  be  included,  that  something 
be  offered  to  the  church,  to  the  altar,  to  a  religious  housed 
&c.  The  consequent  of  this  will  be  soon  seen,  that  indul- 
gences are  made  for  the  rich,  and  the  treasures  of  the  church 
ate  to  be  dispensed*  to  them  that  have  treasures  of  their 
own ;  for  ^'  Habeni  dabitur."  But  God  help  the  poor ;  for 
iiiem  purgatory- is  prepared,  and  they  mi»t  bum:  for  thie 
rich  it  is  pretended,  but  the  smell  of  fire  will  not  pass  upon 
them.'  •    •  •  • 

From  these  premises  we  suppose  it  but  too  evident^  that 
the  Roman  doctors  prevaricate  in  the  whole  doctrine. of 
repentance,  which  indeed,  in  Christ  Jesus,  is  the  whole  eco- 
nomy of  justification  and  salvation;  it  is  the  hopes  and  staff 
of  aU  the  world,  the  remedy  of  all  evils  past,  present,  and 

I  In Tinct/ de  Jobiheonatab. 34. n.'4. ei 6.' 
^  Qti..37.. de  Induig.  prop.  3. 
1  Lib.  i.  de  Indnlg.  c.  10.  Sect.  Altera  dubitaUo. 
"  Scrutin.'Saccrd.  libi  supra. 
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to  come.  And  if  onr  physic  be  potaoned,  if  bur  staff  be 
broken,  if  our  hopes  make  us  ashamed,  bow  shall  we  appear 
before  Christ  at  his  coming?  But  we  say,  that,  in  all  the 
parts  of  it,  their  doctrine  is  infinitely  dangerous. 

1.  Contrition  is  sufficient,  if  it  be  but  one  little  adi^  and 
that  in  the  rery  article  of  death ;  and  before  that  time  it  is 
not  necessary  by  the  law  of  God,  nay,  it  is  indeed  sufficient; 
but  it  is  also  insufficient, — for  without  confession,  in  act  or 
desire,  it  suffices  not.  And  though  it  be  thus  insufficiently 
sufficient,  yet  it  is  not  necessary :  for  attrition  is  also  suffi* 
cient,  if  a  priest  can  be  had ;  and  then  any  little  grief  pro- 
ceeding out  of  the  fear  of  hell  will  do  it,  if  the  priest  do 
but  absolTe. 

2.  Confession  might  be  made  of  excellent  use,  and  is  so 
among  the  pious  children  of  the  church  of  England ;  but  by 
the  doctrines  and  practices  in  the  church  of  Rome  it  is  made, 
not  the  remedy  of  sins  by  proper  energy,  but  the  excuse,  the 
alleviation,  the  confidence,  the  ritual,  external,  and  sacra- 
mental remedy,  and  serves  instead  of  the  labours  of  a  holy 
and  a  regular  life ;  and  yet  is  so  entangled  with  innumerable^ 
and  inextricable  cases  of  conscience,  orders,  human  pre- 
scripts, and  great  and  little  artifices,  that  scruples  are  more 
increased  than  sins  are  lessened. 

3.  For  satisfactions  and  penances,  which,  if  they  wete 
rightly  ordered,  and  made  instrumental  to  kill  the  desires  of 
sin,  or  to  punish  the  criminal,  or  were  properly  ti^e  fruits 
of  repentance,  that  is,  parts  of  a  holy  life,  good  worics  done 
in  charity,  and  the  habitual  permanent  grace  of  God,  ware 
so  prevaihi^,  as  they  do  the  work  of  God ;  yet  when  th^ 
are  taken  away,  not  only  by  the  declension  of  primitive  dis* 
cipline,  but  by  new  doctrines  and  indulgences,  rq^uhur  and 
ofiered  commutations  for  money,  and  superstitious  practicesy 
which  are  sins  themselves,  and  increase  the  numbers  an4 
weights  of  the  account,  there  is  a  great  way  made  for  the 
destruction  of  souls,  and  the  discountenancing  the  necessiljf^ 
of  holy  life ;  but  nothing  for  the  advantage  of  holiness,  or 
the  becoming  like  to  God. 

And  now  at  last  for  a  cover  to  this  dish,  we  ha^ye  thought 
fit  to  mind  the  world,  and  to  give  caution  to  all  that  mean 
to  live  godly  in  Christ  Jesus,  to  what  an  infinite  scandal  and 
impiety  this  affiiir  hath  risen  in  the  church  of  Rome,  we 
mean  in  the  instance  of  their  *^  taxa  cameree,  seu  cancellarisB 
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apostolks/'  **  the  tax  of  the  apostolical  chamber  or  chan- 
cery;" a  book  publicly  printed,  and  exposed  to  common 
sale;  of  which  their  own  Espencaeas*^  gives  this  account; 
.that  it  is  a  book,  in  whidh  a  man  may  learn  more  wickedness, 
than  in  all  the  summaries  of  vices  published  in  the  world: 
:and  yet  to  them  that  will  pay  for  it,  there  is  to  many  given 
.a  license,  to  all  an  absolution,  for  the  greatest  and  most 
horrid  sins.  There  is  a  price  set  down  for  his  absolution, 
that  hath  killed  his  father  or  his  mother,  brother,  sister.  Or 
wife,  or  that  hath  lain  with  his  sister  or  his  mother.  We 
desire  all  good  Christians  to  excuse  us  for  naming  such 
horrid  things ; 

Nomina  fant,  ipso  pend  timenda  tono. 

But  the  licenses  are  printed  in  Paris  in  the  year  1600,  by 
Tossan  Denis.  Pope  Innocent  VIIL  either  was  author  or 
.enlarger  Of  these  rules  of  this  chancery-tax,  and  there  ane 
glosses  upon  them,  in  which  the  scholiast  himself,  who  made 
them,  affirms,  that  he  must,  for  that  time,  conceal  some 
things  to  avoid  scandal.  But  how  far  this  impiety  proceeded, 
and  how  little  regard  there  is  in  it  to  piety,  or  the  good  of 
BOttb,  is  visible  by  that  wnich  Augustinus  de  Ancona* 
teaches;  "  that  the  pope  ought  not  to  give  indulgences  to 
them,  wbo  have  a  desire  of  giving  money,  but  cannot,,  as  tx> 
them  who  actually  give."  And  whereas  it  may  be  objected, 
that  then  poor  men's  souls  are  in  a  worse  condition  than  the 
hch ;  he  answers,  **  that  as  to  the  remission  of  the  punish- 
ment acquired  by  the  indulgence,  in  such  case  it  is  not  in- 
convenient, that  the  rich  should  be  in  a  better  condition 
than  the  poor/'— For  in  that  manner  do  they  imitate  God 
who  is  no  respecter  of  persons. 


SECTION  V. 

Thesb  observations  we  conceive  to  be  sufficient  to  deter 
every  well-meaning  person  from  funning  into  or  abiding  in 
auch  temptations.  Every  fdse  proposition  that  leads  to 
impiety,  is  a  stock  and  fountain  of  temptations ;  and  these 

■  Digret.  t.  ad  e.  1.  epiit.  id  Titom.        •  De  Potctt  Papas,  q.  s.  sd  9» 
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which  .we  have  reckoned)  in  the  inatter  of  retieiU^Unce,  having 
influence  upon  the  whole  life,  are  yet  much  greater,  by  cor- 
niptiog  the  wtiole  mass  of  wiadom  and  spiritual  propositions. 
There  are  indeed  many  others.  We  shall  name  some  of 
them;  but  shall  not  nee^  much  to  insist  on  them*  Such  as  are, 

1.  That  one  man  may  satisfy  for  another*.  It  is  the 
general  doctrine  of  the  church:  the  divines  and  lawyers 
consent  in  it,  and  publicly  own  it :  the  elTect  of  which  is 
.this*  that  some  are  made  rich  by  it,  and  some  are  careless; 
but  ^'  qui  non  solvit  in  fere,  luat  in  corpore/'  is  a  canonical 
rule;,. and  though  it  was  spoken  in  the  matter  of  public 
penances,  and  so  relates  to  the  exterior  couft,.yet  it  isalso 
practised  and  avowed  ^n  satisfactiops  pr. penances  relating 
to  the  inward  court  of  conscience,  and  penance  sacramental; 
and  the  rich  man  is  madie  negligent  in  his  duty,  and  is  whipped 
upon  another  man's  back,  and  his  purse  only  is  the  jpenitent ; 
and,  which  is  worst  of  all,  here  is  a  pretence  of  doing  tbstt, 
whichis  too  near  blasphemy  but  to  say.  For  by  this  doctrine, 
it  is  not  to  be  said  of  Christ  alone,  that  "he  was  wounded 

.for  our  transgressions,"  that  he  only  satisfied  for  our  sins; 
for  in  the  church  of  Rome  it  is  done  frequently,  and  pre- 
'  tended  daily,  that  *  by  another  man's  stripes  we  are  heakd/ 

2.  They  teach,  that  a  habit  of  sin,  is  not  sin,  distinct  from 
those  former  actions,  by  which  the  habit  was  contracted. 
The  secret  intention  of  which  proposition,  and  the  malignity 
of  it,  consist  in  this,  that  it  is  not  necessary  for  a  man  to 
repent  speedily ;  and  a  man  is  not  bound  by  repentance  to 
interrupt  the  procedure  of  his  impiety,  or  to  repent  of  his 
habit,  but  of  the  single  acts  that  went  before  it.  Fbr  as  for 
those  that  come  after,  they  are  excused,  if  they  be  {5ro4oced 
by  a  strong  habit ;  and  the  greater  the  habit,  the  less  is  the 
sin :  but  then  as  the  repentance  need  not,  for  that  reason,  be 
hasty  and  presently ;  so  because  it  is  only  to  be  of  single 
acts,  the  repentance  itself  i)ect|d  .npt  be  habitual,  but  it  may 
be  done  in  an  instant;  whereas  to  mortify  a  habit  of  sin 
(which  is  the  true  and  proper  repentance)  there  is  required  a 
longer  time,  and  a  procedure  in  the  methods  of  a  holy  life* 
By- this,  and  such  like  pi^positions,  and  careless  senteAces, 


■  Sa,  Apbor.  verb.  SatUfa.  num.  10.  Scrntin.  Sacerdot.  Tract,  de  Indoli^. 
sect,  penult.  Snarrz,  pait.  4.  in  3.  ditp.  S8.  sect.  9. 


A  DISSUASIVE  FKOM  POPERT.  208 

they  have  brought  it  to  that  pass,  that  they  reckon  a  single 
act  of  contrition,  at  any  time,  to  be  sufficient  to  take  away 
the  wickedness  of  a  long  life.  Mow  that  this  is  the  avowed 
doctrine  of  the  Roman  guides  of  souls,  will  sufficiently  appear 
in  the  writings  of  their  chiefest,  of  which  no  learned  man 
can  be  ignorant ^  The  thing  was  of  late  openly  and  pro* 
fessedly  disputed  against  us,  and  will  not  be  denied.  And 
that  this  doctrine  is  infinitely  destructive  of  the  necessity  of 
a  good  life,  cannot  be  doubted  of,  when  themselves  do  own 
the  proper  consequents  of  it,  even  the  unnecessariness  of 
present  repentance,  or  before  the  danger  of  death ;  of  which 
we  have  already  given  accounts.  But  the  reason  why  we 
remark  it  here,  is  that,  which  we  now  mentioned,  because 
that,  by  the  doctrine  of  vicious  habits,  having  in  them  no 
malignity  or  sin,  but  what  is  in  the  single  preceding  acts, 
there  is  an  excuse  made  for  millions  of  sins :  for,  if  by  an 
evil  habit  the  sinner  is  not  made  worse,  and  more  hated  by 
Ood,  and  his  sinful  acts  made  not  only  more,  but  more  cri- 
minal ;  it  will  follow,  that  the  sins  are  very  much  lessened : 
for  they  being  not  so  voluntary  in  their  exercise  and  distinct 
emanation,  are  not  in  present  so  malicious ;  and,  therefore,  he 
that  hath  gotten  a  habit  of  drunkenness  or  swearing,  sins 
less  in  every  act  of  drunkenness,  or  profane  oath,  than  he 
that  acts  them  seldom,  because  by  his  habit  he  is  more  in* 
dined,  and  his  sins  are  almost  natural,  and  less  considered, 
less  chosen^  and  not  disputed  against;  but  pass,  by  inad- 
vertency and  an  untroubled  consent,  easily  and  promptly^ 
and  almost  naturally,  from  that  principle:  so  that  by  this 
means,  and  in  such  cases  when  things  are  come  to  this  pass, 
they  have  gotten  an  imperfect  warrant  to  sin  a  great  deal, 
and  a  great  while,  without  any  new  great  inconvenience : 
which  evil  state  of  things  ought  to  be  infinitely  avoided  by 
all  Christians  that  would  be  saved  by  all  means  y  and,  there- 
fore, all  such  teachers,  and  all  such  doctrines,  are  carefully  to 
be  declined,  who  give  so  much  easiness,  not  only  to  the 
remedies,  but  to  the  sins  themselves.  But  of  this,  we  hope^ 
it  may  be  sufficient  to  have  given  this  short  warning. 

3.  The  distinction  of  mortal  and  venial  sins,  as  it  is  taught 

^  Grenat.  in  Matetiade  Peccatii,  tract.  8.  dUpnt.  1.  sect.  1.  F.  Roolt 
againvt  CUillingnrortb,  in  bit  Infidelity  uninaiked,  pp.  105, 106, 107,  &C 
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in  the  ehurtih  of  Rome,  is  a  great  caune  of  wi€kedDe8$y  and 
careless  coaFersation.  For  although  we  do,  with  all  the 
ancient  doctors,  admit  of  the  distinction  of  sins  mortal  and 
Tenial ;  yet  we  also  teach,  that  in  their  own  nature,  and  in 
the  rigour  of  the  Divine  justice,  every  sin  is  damnable,  and 
deserves  God's  anger,  and  that  in  the  unregenerate  they  are 
so  onaccounted,  and  that  in  hell  the  damned  suffer  for  small 
and  great  in  a  common  mass  of  torment;  yet»  by  the  Divine 
mercy  and  compassion,  the  smaller  sins  which  come  by  sur- 
prise, or  by  invincible  ignorance,  or  inadvertency,  or  unavoid- 
able infirmity,  shall  not  be  imputed  to  those  who  love  God, 
and  delight  not  in  the  smallest  sin,  but  use  caution  and 
prayers,  watchfulness  and  remedies  against  them.  But  if 
any  man  delights  in  small  sins,  and  heaps  them  into  numbers, 
and,  by  deliberation  or  licentiousness,  they  grow  numerous, 
or  are  in  any  sense  chosen,  or  taken  in,  by  contempt  of 
Divine  law,  they  do  put  us  from  the  favour  of  God,  and  will 
pass  into  severe  accounts.  And  though  sins  are  greater  or 
less  by  comparison  to  each  other,  yet  the  smallest  is  :a  bur* 
den  too  great  for  us  without  the  allowances  of  the  Divine 
mercy. 

But  the  church  of  Rome  teaches,  that  there  is  a  whole 
kind  of  sins,  which  are  venial  in  their  own  nature,  such, 
which  if  they  were  all  together,  all  in  the  world  conjoined, 
could  not  equal  one  mortal  sin',  nor  destroy  charity,  nor  pat 
us  from  the  favour  of  God ;  such,  for  which  no  man  can 
perish  *, ''  etiamsi  nullum  pactum  esset  de  remissione,"  **  though 
God  8  merciful  covenant  of  pardon  did  not  intervene.''  And 
whereas  Christ  said,  *'  Of  every  idle  word  a  man  shall  speak, 
he  shall  give  account  at  the  day  of  judgment;"  and,  *^By 
your  words  ye  shall  be  justified ;''  and,  **  By  your  words  ye 
shall  be  condemned:"  Bellarmine  expressly  affirms,  "It  is 
not  intelligible,  how  an  idle  word  should,  in  its  own  nature, 
be  worthy  of  the  eternal  wrath  of  God,  and  eternal  flames." 
»*— Many  other  desperate  words  are  spoken  by  the  Roman 
doctors  in  this  question ;  which  we  love  not  to  aggravate, 
because  the  main  thing  is  acknowledged  by  them  all. 

*  Bfllarni.  lib.  i.  de  Amu.  Grattc.  c.  19.  aect.  AUerum  est.  £t  de 
Smeram.  Eachar.  lib.  iv.  c.  19.  sect.  Kespondeo. 

^  Cap.  14.  sect.'  Adde  postremo.  De  Pnrgator.  lib.  1.  c.  !!•  sect.  Pro- 
batiif  oUino. 
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But  how  we  appeal,  to  tiie  reason  aod  codaciences  of  all 
men.  Whether  this  doctrine  of  sins,  venial  in  their  own  na- 
ture, be  not  greatly  destructive  to  a  holy  life  ?  When  it  is 
plain  that  they  give  rest  to  men's  consciences  for  one  whdle 
Jcind  of  sins ;  for  such»  which  because  they  occur  every  day, 
in  a  very  short  time  (if  they  be  not  interrupted  by  the  grace 
of  repentance)  will  swell  to  a  prodigious  heap.  But  con- 
cerning these  we  are  bidden  to  be  quiet ;  for  we  are  told, 
that  all  the  heaps  of  these  in  the  world  cannot  put  us  out  of 
God's  favour.  Add  to  this,  that  it  being,  in  thousands  of 
.cases,  impossible  to  tell,  which  are,  and  which  are  not  venial 
in  their  own  nature,  and  in  their  appendant  circumstances, 
either  the  people  are  cozened  by  this  doctrine  into  a  useless 
confidence:  and  for  all  this  tsilking  in  their  schools,  they 
must  nevertheless  do  to  venial  sins,  as  they  do  to  mortal, 
that  is,  mortify  them,  fight  against  them,  repent  speedily  of 
them,  and  keep  them  from  running  into  mischief;  and  then 
an  their  kind  doctrines  in  this  article  signify  no  comfort  or 
£ase,  but  all  danger  and  diffijculty,  and  useless  dispute;  or 
else,  if  really  they  mean,  that  this  easiness  of  opinion  b^ 
made  use  of,  then  the  danger  is  imminent,  and  carelessness 
introduced,  and  licentiousness  in  all  little  things  is  easily 
indulged ;  and  men's  souls  are  daily  lessened  without  repaif, 
and  kept  from  growing  towards  Christian  perfection,  and 
from  ''destroying  the  whole  body  of  sin;"  and  in  short, 
f  despising  little  things,  they  perish  by  little  and  little.' 

This  doctrine  also  is  worse  yet  in  the  handling.  For  it 
hath  .infinite  influence  to  the  disparagement  of  holy  life,  not 
only  by  the  uncertain,  but,  as  it  must  frequently  happen,  by 
the  false  determination  of  innumerable  cases  of  conscience. 
For  it  is  a  great  matter,  both  in  the  doing  and  the*  thing 
done,  both  in  the  caution  and  the  repentance,  whether  sucii  an 
action  be  a  venial  or  a  mortal  sin.  If  it  chance  to  be  mortaK 
and  your  confessor  says  it  is  venial,  your  soul  is  betrayed. 
And  it  is  but  a  chance  what  they  say  in  most  cases;  for  the^ 
call  what  they  please  venial,  and  they  have  no  certain  rul^ 
to  answer  by;  which  appears  too. sadly  in  their  innumeraUe 
differences,  which  are  amongst  all  their  casuists,  in  saying, 
what  is,  and  what  is  not  mortal ;  and  of  this  there  needs  no 
greater  proof  than  the  reading  the  little  summaries  made  by 
their  most  leading  guides  of  conscience,  Navar,   Cajetan, 
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Tolety  Emanuel  Si,  and  others ;  where  one  says  such  a  thing 
is  mortal,  and  two  say  it  is  yenial. 

And  lest  any  man  should  say  or  think, '  This  is  no  great 
matter ;' — we  desire  that  it  be  considered,  that,  in  venial 
sins,  there  may  be  very  much  fantastic  pleasure,  and 
they  that  retain  them,  do  believe  so ;  for  they  suppose  the 
pleasure  is  great  enough  to  outweigh  the  intolerable  pains 
of  purgatory ;  and  that  it  is  more  eligible  to  be  in  hell  awhile, 
than  to  cross  their  appetites  in  such  small  things.  And 
however  it  happen  in  this  particular,  yet,  because  the  doctors 
differ  so  infinitely  and  irreconcileably,  in  saying  what  is, 
and  what  is  not  venial :  whoever  shall  trust  to  their  doctrine, 
saying,  that  such  a  sin  is  venial ;  and  to  their  doctrine,  that 
says,  it  does  not  exclude  from  God's  favour,  may,  by  these 
two  propositions,  be  damned  before  he  is  aware. 

We  omit  to  insist  upon  their  express  contradicting  the 
words  of  our  blessed  Saviour,  who  taught  his  church  ex* 
pressly,  **  that  we  must  work  in  the  day-time ;  for  the  night 
cometb,  and  no  man  worketh  :"  Let  this  be  as  true  as  it  can 
in  the  matter  of  repentance  and  mortification,  and  working 
out  our  pardon  for  mortal  sins ;  yet  it  is  not  true  in  venial 
sins,  if  we  may  believe  their  great  St.  Thomas*,  whom  also 
Bellarmine  ^  follows  in  it ;  for  he  affirms,  that  by  the  acts  of 
love  and  patience  in  purgatory,  venial  sins  are  remitted; 
and  that  the  acceptation  of  those  punishments  proceeding 
out  of  charity,  is  a  virtual  kind  of  penance.  But  in  this 
particular  we  follow  not  St.  Thomas  nor  Bellarmine,  in  the 
church  of  England  and  Ireland;  for  we  believe  in  Jesus 
Christ,  and  follow  him.  If  men  give  themselves  Uberty  as 
long  as  they  are  alive,  to  commit  one  whole  kind  of  sins,  and 
hope  to  work  it  out  after  death  by  acts  of  charity  and  re- 
pentance, which  they  would  not  do  in  their  life-time ;  either 
they  must  take  a  course  to  sentence  the  words  of  Christ  as 
savouring  of  heresy,  or  else  they  will  find  themselves  to  have 
been  at  first  deceived  in  their  proposition,  and  at  last  in  their 
expectation.  Their  faith  hath  failed  them  here,  and  here- 
after they  will  be  ashamed  of  their  hope. 

•  In  4.  sent,  dint  tl.  q.  1.  art.  9, 

f  lib.  i.  c.  14.  de  Pnrgator.  tccL  Est  ergo  opinio  vers. 
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There  is  a  proposition,  which  indeed  js  new,  but  is  now 
the  general  doctrine  of  the  leading  men  in  the  church  of 
Rome ;  and  it  is  the  foundation  on  which  their  doctors  of 
conscience  rely,  in  their  decision  of  all  cases  in  which  there 
is  a  doubt  or  question  made  by  themselves;  and  that  is, 
''  That  if  an  opinion  or  speculation  be  probable,  it  may  in 
practice  be  safely  followed :"  and  if  it  be  inquired.  What  is 
sufiBcient  to  make  an  opinion  probable  ?  the  answer  is  easy^- 
''  Sufficit  opinio  alicujus  gravis  doctoris,  aut  bonorum  exem- 
plum,"  ''  the  opinion  of  any  one  grave  doctor  is  sufficient  to' 
make  a  matter  probable ;"  nay,  "  the  example  and  practice  of 
good  men^"  that  is,  men  who  are  so  reputed ;  if  they  have 
done  it,  you  may  do  so  too,  and  be  safe.  This  is  the  great 
rule  of  their  cases  of  conscience «. 

And  now  we  ought  not  to  be  pressed  with  any  one  saying/ 
that  such  an  opinion  is  but  the  private  opinion  of  one  or 
more  of  their  doctors.  For,  although,  in  matters  of  faith, 
this  be  not  sufficient  to  impute  a  doctrine  to  a  whole  church, 
which  is  but  Uie  private  opinion  of  one  or  more ;  yet,  because 
we  are  now  speaking  of  the  infinite  danger  of  souls  in  that 
communion,  and  the  horrid  propositions  by  which  their  dis- 
ciples are  conducted,  to  the  disparagement  of  good  life, — it 
is  sufficient  to  allege  the  public  and  allowed  sayings  of  their 
doctors ;  because  these  sayings  are  their  rule  of  living :  and, 
because  the  particular  rules  of  conscience  use  not  to  be  de- 
creed in  councils,  we  must  derive  them  from  the  places  where 
they  grow,  and  where  they  are  to  be  found. 

But  besides,  you  will  say,  that  this  is  but  the  private 
opinion  of  some  doctors ;  and  what  then  ?  Therefore  it  is 
not  to  be  called  the  doctrine  of  the  Roman  church.  True, 
we  do  not  say,  '  it  is  an  article  of  their  faith,'  but  *  a  rule  of 
manners :'  This  is  not,  indeed,  in  any  public  decree ;  but  we 
say,  that  although  it  be  not,  yet  neither  is  the  contrary. 
And  if  it  be  but  a  private  opinion,  yet  is  it  safe  to  follow  it, 
or  is  it  not  safe  ?     For  that  is  the  question,  and  therein  is 

•  Rmanael  Si.  A|^bor.  Verb.  Dnbi«iii«£ieoli«r.  The.  Morsl*  £»u  c.  9.  de 
Cooscientia  prob«bili,  See, 
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the  danger.  If  it  be  safe,  then  this  is  their  role,  '  A  private 
opinion  of  any  one  grave  doctor  may  be  safely  followed  in 
the  questions  of  virtue  and  vice.' — But  if  it  be  not  safe  to 
follow  it,  and  that  this  does  not  make  an  opinion  probable,  or 
the  practice  safe;  Who  says  so?  Does  the  Church?  No. 
Does  Dr.  Cajus,  or  Dr.  Sempronius,  say  so?  Yes :  but  these 
are  not  safe  to  follow;  for  they  are  but  private  doctors:  or, 
if  it  be  safe  to  follow  them,  though  they  be  no  more,  and  the 
opinion  no  more  but  probable ;  then  I  may  take  the  other 
side,  and  choose  whidi  I  will,  and  do  what  I  list  in  most 
cases,  and  yet  be  safe  by  the  doctrine  of  the  Roman  casuists ; 
which  is  the  great  line  and  general  measure  of  most  men's 
lives ;  and  that  is  it  which  we  complain  of.  And  we  have 
reason ;  for  they  suffer  their  casuists  to  determine  all  cases, 
severely  and  gently,  strictly  and  loosely ;  that  so  they  may 
entertain  all  spirits,  and  please  all  dispositions,  and  govern 
them  by  their  own  inclinations,  and  as  they  list  to  be 
governed;  by  what  may  please  them,  not  by  that  which 
profits  them ;  that  none  may  go  away  scandalized  or  grieved 
from  their  penitential  chairs. 

But  upon  this  account,  it  is  a  sad  reckoning  which  can  be 
made  concerning  souls  in  the  church  of  Rome.  Suppose 
one  great  doctor  amongst  them  (as  many  of  them  do)  shall 
say,  '  It  is  lawful  to  kill  a  king  whom  the  pope  declares 
heretic'  By  the  doctrine  of  probability  here  is  his  warranty. 
And  though  the  church  do  not  declare  that  doctrine,  that  is, 
the  church  do  not  make  it  certain  in  speculation;  yet  it  may 
be  safely  done  in  practice.  Here  is  enough  to  give  peace  of 
conscience  to  him  that  does  it ;  nay,  if  the  cbntraiy  be  more 
safe,  yet  if  the  other  be  but  probable  by  reason  or  authority, 
you  may  do  the  less  safe,  and  refuse  what  is  more.  For  that 
also  is  the  opinion  of  some  grave  doctors^:  if  one  doctor 
■ays,  it  is  safe  to  swear  a  thing,  as  of  our  knowledge,  which 
we  do  not  know,  but  believe  it  is  so ;  it  is  therefore  probable, 
that  it  is  lawful  to  swear  it,  because  a  grave  doctor  says  it, 
and  then  it  is  safe  enough  to  do  so. 

And  upon  this  account,  who  could  find  faul(  with  pope 
IV.,  who,  when  he  was  accused  in  the  Lateran 


^  Enaa.  Sk  Apborfan.  Vtrb.  Dobimn.  Etcobar.  de  CoascirDtia  pro- 
bftbili. 
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council  %  for  holding  the  see  apostolic  iivhen  he  was  not  in 
orders,  justified  himself  by  the  example  of  Sergins,  bishop  of 
Ravenna, — and  Stephen,  bishop  of  Naples?    Here  was  *  ex^ 
emplum  bonbrum,'  honest  men  had  done  so  before  him,  and| 
therefore,  he  was  innocent.    When  it  is  observed  by  cardinal 
Campegius*'^  and  Albertus  Pighius  did  teach,  that  a  priest 
lives  more  holily  and  chastely  that  keeps  a  concubine,  that! 
he  that  hath  a  married  wife ;  and  then  shall  find  in  the  pope'i 
law,  that  a  priest  is  not  to  be  removed  for  fornication*;  who 
will  not;  or  may  not,  practically  conclude,  that  since,  by  tb6 
law  of  God,  marriage  is  holy,  and  yet,  to  some  men,  fomica* 
tion  is  more  lawful,  and  does  not  make  a  priest  irregular; 
that,  therefore,  to  keep  a  concubine  is  very  lawful?  espeoially 
since,  abstracting  from  the  consideration  of  a  man's  being  iti 
orders  or  not,  fornication  itself  is  probably  no  sin  at  all  ? 
For  so  says  Durandus',  simple  fornication  of  itself  is  not  a 
deadly  sin  according  to  the  natural  law,  and  excluding  all 
positive  law;  and  Martinus  de  Magistris  says'.  To  believe 
simple  fornication  to  be  no  deadly  sin,  is  not  heretical,  be* 
cause  the  testimonies  of  Scripture  are  not  expresis.    These 
are  grave  doctors,  and,  therefore,  the  opinion  is  probable,  and 
the  practice  safe.    When  the  good  people  of  the  church  of 
Rome  hear  it  read,  that  pope  Clement  VIII.,  in  the  inde^  of 
prohibited  books,  says  ^, '  That  the  Bible,  published  in  vulgaif 
tongues,  ought  not  to  be  read  and  retained ;'  no,  not  so  much 
as  a  compend  of  the  history  of  the  Bible :  and  Bellarmine 
says,  '  That  it  is  not  necessary  to  salvation,  to  believe  that 
{here  are  any  Scriptures  at  all  written;'  and  that  cardinal 
Hosius  saith,  *  Perhaps  it  had  been  better  for  the  church,  if 
no  Scriptures  had  been  written :'  they  cannot  but  say,  that 
this  doctrine  is  probable,  and  think  themselves  safe  when 
they  walk  without  the  light  of  God's  word,  and  rely  wholly 
upon  the  pope,  or  their  priest,  in  what  he  is  pleased  to  tell 
them;  and  that  they  are  no  vmy  obliged  ta  keep  that  com*< 


«  Apod  Naaclernm.  Geuerat.  xxu  S6. 

'  Ditt.  8«.  Can.  Presbyter  ia  Glossa. 

*  3  Qn.  7.  Lata  Extravai^.  de  Bigarois.  Qtiia  circa.  Commoniter 
dicitar  qnod  clericus  pro  BimpUei  forDicatiuoc  deponi  non  debet,  dist.  si. 
Maumianos.  Olossa  in  Gratian. 

f  Sent.  lib.  iv.  dist.  35.  '  Lib.  de  Temp.  qn.  9.  de  Lnxoria. 

^  Vide  Dan.  Ttlen.  de  Verbo  non  Scripto,  Irb.  iv.  c.  8. 
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mandmeBt  of  Cbrist,  ''  Search  the  Scriptures.**  Cardinal 
Tolet  says^  "  That  if  a  nobleman  be  set  upon,  and  may  escape 
by  going  away,  he  is  not  tied  to  it,  but  may  kill  him,  that 
intends  to  strike  him  with  a  stick  ^ :  that  if  a  man  be  in  a 
great  passion,  apd  so  transported,  that  he  considers  not  what 
be  says;  if,  in  tbat  cas^,  he  does  blaspheme,  he  does  not 
always  sin* :  that  if  a  man  be  beastly  drunk,  and  then  com- 
mit fornication,  that  fornication  is  po  sin " ;  that  if  a  man 
desires  carnal  pollution,  that  he  may  be  eased  of  his  camal 
temptations,  or  for  his  health,  it  were  up  sin**:  that  it  is 
lawful  for  a  man  to  expose  his  bastards  to  the  hospital,  to 
ponoeal  his  own  shame"*."  He  says  it  out  of  Soto^  and  he 
from  Thomas  Aquinas ;  '*  That,  if  the  times  be  hard,  or  the 
judge  unequal,  a  man  that  cannot  sell  his  wine  at  a  due 
price,  may  lawfully  make  his  measures  less  than  is  appointed, 
or  mingle  water  with  his  wine,  and  sell  it  for  pure,  so  he  do 
not  lie ;  and  yet  if  he  does,  it  is  no  mortal  sin,  nor  obliges 
him  to  re^titutipn."-r»  Emanuel  Sa  affirms  ',  ''  That  if  a  maq 
lie  with  his  intended  wife  before  marfiage,  it  is  no  sin,  or  a 
light  one  ;  nay,  *  quinetiani  expedit,  si  niultum  ilia  differatur,' 
*  it  is  good  to  do  so,  if  the  benediction  or  publication  of 
inarriage  be  muph  deferred :' "  that  infants,  in  their  cradles, 
may  be  made  priests,  is  the  common  opinion  of  divines  and 
^nonists,  saith  Tolet  ^;  and  that  in  their  cradles  they  can 
be  made  bishops,  saith  the  archdeacon  apd  the  proyost^;  and 
though  ^ofne  say  the  contrary,  yet  the  other  is  the  more  true, 
saith  the  cardinal.  Vasquez  saith*,  **  That  not  only  an 
image  of  God,  but  any  creature  in  the  world,  reasonable  op 
unreasonable,  may,  without  danger,  be  worshipped  together 
V^ith  God,  as  his  image :  tbat  we  ought  to  adore  the  relics  of 
vaints,  though  under  the  form  of  worms ;  and  diat  it  is  no  siq 
to  worship  a  ray  of  light,  in  which  the  devil  is  invested,  if  a 
man  supposes  him  to  be  Christ:  and  in  the  same  manner,  if 
he  supposes  it  to  be  a  piece  of  a  saint,  which  is  not,  he  sbaU 
not  want  the  merit  of  his  devotion.  And  to  conclude,  pope 
Celesdne  III.,  as  Alphonsus  a  Castro  reports  himself  to  have 

^  lofttrocL  Sacerd.  lib.  y.  c.  6.  n.  1  Ji.        ^  Lib.  if.  c.  13.  n.  -^ 
>  Lib.  Y.  c.  10.  o.  S.  "  Mb.  V,  c.  IS.  n.  10. 

■  Lib.  V.  c.  11.  n.  5.  ^  h^h,  viii.  c.  49.  n.  4. 

9  Aplior.  tjt.  DebitDDi  Conjii|:s|1e,  6t         ^  Lib.  i.  c.  61.  '  Ibid. 

*  De  Adoiat.  Iil|.  iii.  di»p.  1.  c.  2.    Ibid,  c  v.  MCt  35« 
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seen  a  decretal  of  his  to  that  purpose,  ^rmedy  That  if  one 
of  the  married  couple  fell  into'  heresy,  the  marriage  is  dis- 
solyedy  and  that  the  other  may  marry  another;  and  the 
marriage  is  nefarious,  and  they  are  '  irrite^  nuptiee/  '  the 
espousals  are  Toid^/  if  a  catholic  and  a  heretic  marry  together, 
said  the  fathers  of  the  synod  in  Trullo,  And  though  all  of 
ibhis  be  not  owned  generally,  yet  if  a  Roman  catholic  marries 
a  wife,  that  is,  or  shall  turn  heretic,  he  may  leave  her,  and 
part  bed  and  board,  according  to  the  doctrine  taught  by  the 
canon  law  itself",  by  the  lawyers  and  divines,  as  appears  in 
Cbvaruvius^  Mathias  Aquarius^,  Bellarmine*. 

These  opinions  are,  indeed,  very  stmnge  to  us  of  the 
church  of  England  and  Ireland,  but  no  strangers  in  the 
churdi  of  Rome;  and,  because  they  are  taught  by  great 
doctors,  by  popes  themselves,  by  cardinals,  and  the  canon 
law  respectively,  do  at  least  become  very  probable,  and, 
therefore,  they  may  be  believed  and  practised  without  danger ; 
according  to  the  doctrine  of  probability.  And  thus  the  most 
desperate  things  that  ever  were  said  by  any,  though  before 
the  declaration  of  the  church,  they  cannot  become  articles  of 
fiiith ;  yet,  besides  that  they  are  doctrines  publicly  allowed, 
they  can  also  become  rules  of  practice,  and  securities  to  the 
conscience  of  their  disciples. 

To  this  we  add,  that  which  is  usual  in  the  church  of 
Rome,  the  *  praxis  ecclesise,'  '  the  practice  of  the  church/ 
Thus  if  an  indulgence  be  granted,  upon  condition  to  visit 
such  an  altar  in  a  distant  church ;  the  nuns  that  are  shut  up, 
and  prisoners  that  cannot  go  abroad,  if  they  address  them- 
selves to  an  altar  of  their  own  with  that  intention,  they 
shall  obtain  the  indulgence:  **  Id  enim  confirmat  ecclcsias 
praxis,"  says  Fabius  • ;  the  practice  of  the  church,  in  this 
case,  gives  first  a  probability  in  speculation,  and  then  a 
certainty  in  practice.  This  instance,  though  it  be  of  no 
concern,  yet  we  use  it  as  a  particular,  to  show  the  principle 
upon  which  they  go.     But  it  is  practicable  in  many  things  of 

>  '  CoRcil.  ConatentiDopol.  6.  can.  76. 
■  Cap.  Fin.  de  Coaver.  Coojng.  c.  t.  de  Divortiis. 
»  De  Matrim.  part.  9,  c.  7.  sect.  5.  n.  4. 
f  In  S«nt  4.  d.  39.  art.  i.  concl.  nit. 

*  Lib.  i.  dr  Matrim.  c.  14.  sect.  Secundo  sine  conscnsti. 

*  Scmtio.  Sacerd.  de  Indnlg. 
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greatest  danger  and  concern.  If  the  question  b^  Whether 
it  be  lawful  to  worship  the  image  of  the  cross,  or  of  Christ, 
with  Divine  worship?  First,  there  is  a  doctrine  of  St. 
Thomas  for  it^,  and  Vasquez,  and  many  others ;  therefore  it 
is  probable,  and,  therefore,  is  safe  in  practice ;  **  et  sic  est 
ecclesis  praxis,"  **  the  church  also  practises  so,"  as  appears  in 
their  own  offices:  and  St.  Thomas  makes  this  use  of  it: 
**  nil  exhibemus  cultum  latrise,  in  quo  ponimus  spem  salutis: 
sed  in  cruce  Christi  ponimus  spem  salutis.  Cantat  enim 
ecclesia, '  O  crux  ave,  spes  unica.  Hoc  psLssionis  tempore, 
Auge  piis  justidam,  Reisque  dona  veniam.'  Ergo  crux  Christi 
est  adoranda  adoratione  latrisB."  "  We  give  Divine  worship," 
says  he,  **  to  ihat  in  which  we  put  our  hopes  of  salvation; 
but  in  the  cross  vre  put  our  hopes  of  salvation ;  for  so  the 
church  sings,  (it  is  the  practice  of  the  church,)  '  Hail,  O 
cross,  our  only  hope  in  this  time  of  suffering;  increase 
righteousness  to  the  godly,  and  give  pardon  to  the  guilty  f 
therefore,  the  cross  of  Christ  is  to  be  adored  with  Divine 
adoration.^ 

By  this  principle,  you  may  embrace  any  opinion  of  their 
doctors  safely,  especially  if  the  practice  of  the  church  do 
intervene,  and  you  need  not  trouble  yourself  with  any  further 
inquiry :  and  if  an  evil  custom  get  amongst  men,  that  very 
custom  shall  legitimate  the  action,  if  any  of  their  grave 
doctors  allow  it,  or  good  men  use  it ;  and  Chritrt  is  not  your 
rule, — but  the  examples  of  them  that  live  with  you,  or  are  in 
your  eye  and  observation,  that  is  your  rule.  We  hope  we 
shall  not  need  to  say  any  more  in  this  aflkir ;  the  pointing 
out  this  rock  may  be  warning  enough  to  them  that  would  not 
suffer  shipwreck,  to  decline  the  danger  that  looks  so  for* 
midably. 


SECTION  VII. 

As  these  evil  doctrines  have  general  influence  into  evil  life, 
so  there  are  some  others,  which,  if  they  be  pursued  to  their 


^  3  Piirt.  ^  S5.  art.  4.    Vide  etiam  ^ontif.  cap.  d«  Beoedictiooe  nova 
crocu,  f.  163. 
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proper  and  natural  issues,  ibat  is,  if  they  be  believed  and 
practised,  are  enemies  to  the  particular  and  specific  parts  of 
piety  and  religion.  Thus  the  very  prayers  of  the  faithful  are^ 
or  may  be,  spoiled  by  doctrines  publicly  allowed,  and  pre-^ 
vailing  in  the  Roman  church. 

For,  1.  They  teach  **  That  prayers  themselves, '  ex  opere 
operato/  or  '  by  the  natural  work  itself,'  do  prevail ;  for  It  is. 
not  essential  to  prayer  for  a  man  to  think  particularly  of  what 
he  says ;  it  is  not  necessary  to  think  of  the  things  signified 
by  the  words:"  so  Suarez  teaches* :  *'  Nay,  it  is  not  neces^ 
sary  to  the  essence  of  prayer,  that  he  who  prays  should  think 
^  de  ipsa  locntione/  *  of  the  speaking  itself/"    And,  indeed, 
it  is  necessary  that  they  should  all  teach  so,  or  they  oannot 
tolerably  pretend  to  justify  their  prayers  in  an  unknown 
totigue.      But  this  is,  indeed,  their  public  doctrine:  for 
players,  in  the  mouth  of  the  man  that  says  them,  **  are  like 
the  words  of  a  charmer ;  they  prevail  even  when  they  are  not 
tnderstood,"  says  Balmeron.     Or,  as  Antoninus  ^,  ^*  They  are 
Uke  a  precious  stone,  of  as  much  value  in  the  hand  of  an 
unskilful  man,  as  of  a  jeweller."    And,  therefore,  attention 
to,  or  devotion  in,  our  prayers,  is  not  necessary:  for  the 
iGUiderstanding  of  which,  saith  cardinal  Tolet,  when  it  is  said. 
That  you  must  say  your  prayers  or  offices  attentively,  reve* 
rently,  and  devoutly,  yon  must  know  that  attention  or  ad- 
vertency to  your  prayers  is  manifold:  1.  ^*  That  you  attend 
to  the  words,  so  that  you  speak  them  not  too  fast,  or  to 
begin  the  next  verse  of  a  psalm,  before  he  that  recites  with 
you,  hath  done  the  former  verse ;  and  this  attention  is  neces- 
sary.   But,  2.  There  is  an  attention  which  is  by  understand- 
ing the  sense,  and  that  is  not  necessary :  for  if  it  were,  very 
extremely  few  would^do  their  duty,  when  so  very  few  do  at 
all  understand  what  they  say.    3.  There  is  an  attention 
irelating  to  the  end  of  prayer,  that  is,  that  he  that  prays, 
considers  that  he  is  present  before  God,  and  speaks  to  him  \ 
and  this  indeed  is  very  profitable,  but  it  is  not  necessary :" 
Noy  not  so  much.    So  that  by  this  doctrine  no  attention  is 
necessary,  but  to  attend  that  the  words  be  all  said,  and  said 
right.     But  even  this  ''  attention  is  not  necessaiy  that  it 

»  De  Orat.  lib.  ▼.  c.  4. 

b  2)iim.  part.  3.  tic  93.    Vide  etiam  Jacobom  dc  GrafiU  de  Orat  lib.  ii. 
lostrucL  Sacerd.  c.  13.  A.  6.  et  6.         •  ' 
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should  be  actoal^  bat  it  suffices  to  be  firtual,  thtt  is,  tbmt  be 
who  says  his  office,  intend  to  do  so,  and  do  not  change  his 
mind,  although  he  does  not  attend :  and  he  who  does  not 
change  his  mind,  that  is,  unless  observing  himself  not  to 
attend,  he  still  turn  his  mind  to  other  things,  he  attends :" 
meaning,  he  attends  sufficiently,  and  as  much  as  is  neces- 
sary ;  though  indeed,  speaking  naturally  and  truly,  he  does 
not  attend.  If  any  man  in  the  church  of  England  and 
Ireland  had  published  such  doctrine  as  this,  he  should  quickly 
and  deservedly  have  felt  the  severity  of  the  ecclesiastical 
rod ;  but  in  Rome  it  goes  for  good  catholic  doctrine. 

Now  although  upon  this  account,  devotion  is  (it  may  be) 
good ;  and  it  is  good  to  attend  to  the  words  of  our  prayer, 
and  the  sense  of  them ;  yet,  that  it  is  not  necessary,  is  evi«> 
dently  consequent  to  this.  But  it  is  also  expressly  affirmed 
by  the  same  hand%  there  ought  to  be  devotion,  that  our 
mind  be  inflamed  with  the  love  of  God,  though  if  this  be 
wanting,  without  contempt,  it  is  no  deadly  sin.  *^  Ecclesi® 
satis  fit  per  opus. externum,  nee  aliud  jubet,"  saith  Regi* 
naldus ' : ''  If  ye  do  the  outward  work,  the  church  is  satisfied, 
neither  does  she  command  any  thing  else,'' —  Good  doctrine 
this !  And  it  is  an  excellent  church,  that  commands  nothing 
to  him  that  prays,  but  to  say  so  many  words. 

Well !  But  after  all  this,  if  devotioQ  be  necessary  or  not, 
if  it  be  present  or  not,  if  the  mind  wander  or  wander  not,  if 
you  mind  what  you  pray  or  mind  it  not,  there  is  an  easy  cure 
for  all  this:  for  pope  Leo  granted  remission  of  all  negli* 
gences,  in  their  saying  their  offices  and  prayers,  to  them,  who, 
after  they  have  done,  shall  say  this  prayer :  ^*  To  the  holy 
and  undivided  Trinity,  to  the  humanity  of  our  Lord  Jesus 
Christ  crucified ;  to  Uie  fruitfulness  of  the  most  blessed  and 
most  glorious  Virgin  Mary,  and  to  the  university  of  all  saints, 
be  eternal  praise,  honour,  virtue,  and  glory,  from  every 
creature ;  and  to  us  remission  of  sins,  for  ever  and  ever : 
Amen.  Blessed  are  the  bowels  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  which 
bore  the  Son  of  the  eternal  God ;  and  blessed  are  the  paps 
which  suckled  Christ  our  Lord.  Pater  noster.  Ave  Maria.** 
This  prayer,  to  this  purpose,  is  set  down  by  Navar  and 
cardinal  Tolet  *• 

•  Ibid.  D.  <  Ubi  sapra.    .  •  Ubi  •opia,  c.  13* 
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This  is  the  sum  oF  the  doctrine,  conoerning  the  manner 
of  saying  the  Divine  offices  in  the  church  of  Rome ;  in  which 
greater  care  is  taken  to  obey  the  precept  of  the  church  than 
the  commandments  of  God :  **  For  the  precept  of  hearing 
mass  is  not,  to  intend  the  words,  but  to  be  present  at  the 
sacrifice,  though  the  words  be  not  so  much  as  heard ;  and 
they  that  think  the  contrary,  think  so  without  any  probable 
reason/'  saith  Tolet  ^  It  seems  there  was  not  so  much  as 
the  authority  of  one  graye  doctor  to  the  contrary;  for  if 
there  had,  the  contrary  opinion  might  have  been  probable ; 
but  all  agree  upon  this  doctrine,  all  that  are  considerable. 

So  that  between  the  church  of  England  and  the  church 
of  Rome,  the  difference  in  this  article  is  plainly  this:  They 
pray  with  their  lips,  we  with  the  heart;  we  pray  with  the 
understanding,  they  with  the  voice ;  we  pray,  and  they  say 
prayers.  We  suppose  that  we  do  not  please  God,  if  our 
hearts  be  absent ;  they  say,  it  is  enough  if  their  bodies  be 
present  at  their  greatest  solemnity  of  prayer,  though  they 
hear  nothing  that  is  spoken,  and  understand  as  little.  And 
which  of  these  be  the  better  way  of  serving  God,  may  soon 
be  determined,  if  we  remember  the  complaint  which  God 
made  of  the  Jews,  "  This  people  draweth  near  me  with  their 
iips,  but  their  hearts  are  far  from  me  :**  but  we  know,  that 
we  are  commanded  to  **  ask  in  faith/'  which  is  seated  in  the 
understanding,  and  requires  the  concurrence  of  the  will,  and 
holy  desires ;  which  cannot  be  at  all,  but  in  the  same  degree 
in  which  we  have  a  knowledge  of  what  we  ask.  *^  The 
efiectual  fervent  prayer  of  a  righteous  man  prevails  :*'  but 
what  our  prayers  want  of  this,  they  must  needs  want  of 
blessing  and  prosperity.  And  if  we  lose  the  benefit  of  our 
prayers,  we  lose  that  great  instrumentality  by  which  Chris- 
tians are  receptive  of  pardon,  and  strengthened  in  faith,  and 
confirmed  in  hope,  and  increase  in  charity,  and  are  protected 
by  Providence,  and  are  comforted  in  their  sorrows,  and 
derive  help  from  God :  **  Ye  ask,  and  have  not,  because  ye 
ask  amiss :"  that  is  St.  Jameses  rule.  They  that  pray  not  as 
they  ought,  shall  never  obtain  what  they  fain  would* 

Hither  is  to  be  reduced  their  fond  manner  of  prayer,  con- 
sisting in  vain  repetitions  of  names,  and  little  forms  of  words. 

'  Ibid.  B.  6. 
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The  Psalter  of  oar  hdy  is  an  hundred  and  fifty  Are  Maries, 
and,  at  the  end  of  every  tenth,  they  drop  in  the  Lord's 
prayer ;  and  this,  with  die  creed  at  the  end  of  the  fifty, 
makes  a  perfect  rosary.  This,  indeed,  is  the  main  entertain- 
ment of  the  people's  devotion;  for  which  cause  Mantaan 
called  their  religion. 


Kdigionem,- 


Qii»  filo  insertii  nnmermt  tna  nrannoni  b«eci», 

'^  a  religion  that,  numbers  their  murmurs  by  berries  filed 
upon  a  string :"  this  makes  up  so  great  a  part  of  their  re- 
ligion, that  it  may  well  be  taken  for  one  half  of  its  definition. 
But  because  so  few  do  understand  what  they  say,  but  all 
repeat,  and  stick  to  their  numbers,  it  is  evident  they  think  to 
be  heard  for  that.  For  that  or  nothing;  for,  besides  that, 
they  neither  do  or  understand :  and  all  that  we  shall  now  say 
to  it  is,  that  our  blessed  Saviour  reproved  this  way  of 
devotion,  in  the  practice  and  doctrines  of  the  heathens: 
very  like  to  which  is  that  which  they  call  the  Psalter  of 
Jesus,-  in  which  are  fifteen  short  ejaculations^  as  **  Have 
mercy  on  me,  strengthen  me,  help  me,  comfort  me,"  dc.; 
and  with  every  one  of  these,  the  name  of  Jesus  is  to  be 
said  thirty  times,  that  is,  in  all,  four  hundred  and  fifty  times* 
Now  we  are  ignorant  how  to  distinguish  this  from  Parr^xoyia, 
or  '  vain  repetition'  of  the  Gentiles*;  for  they  did  just  so, 
and  Christ  said,  they  did  not  do  well ;  and  that  is  all  that  we 
pretend  to  know  of  it.  They  thought  to  be  heard  the 
rather  for  so  doing ;  and  if  the  people  of  the  Roman  church 
do  not  think  so,  there  is  no  reason  why  they  should  do  so. 
Bui  without  any  further  arguing  about  the  business,  they  are 
not  ashamed  to  own  it.  For  the  author  of  the  preface  to  the 
Jesus-Psalter,  printed  by  Fowler  at  Antwerp,  promises  tp  the 
repetition  of  that  sweet  name,  *^  Great  aid  against  tempta- 
tions, and  a  wonderful  increase  of  grace." 

9  Ohc,  jam  dcsine  Deos,  uxor,  gratnlando  obtnndere ; 
Nisi  illos  too  ex  ing^nio  jndicas, 
Ut  nihil  credaA  intelligere, nisi  Idem  diclnm  ent  centies. 

HenioMtiM,  act.  r*  teen.  1.  Priestley's  edit.  vol.  i.  p.  648. 
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But  this  mischief  is  gone  further  yet :  for,  as  Cajetan  aflSirms, 
**  Prayers  ought  to  be  well  done ;  *  saltern  non  mal^/  *  at  least 
not  ill ».' " .  But,  besides  that  what  we  have  now  remarked  is 
so  '  not  well/  that  it  is  very  ill ;  that  which  follows^  is  directly 
bady  and  most  intolerable.  For  the  church  of  Rome>  in  her 
public  and  allowed  offices,  prays  to  dead  men  and  women, 
who  are,  or  whom  they  suppose  to  be,  beatified;  and  these 
they  invocate  as  preservers,  helpers,  guardians,  deliverers  ia 
their  necessity ;  and  they  expressly  call  them  "  their  reftige, 
their  guard  and  defence,  their  life  and  health :"  which  is  so 
formidable  a  devotion,  that  we,  for  them,  and  for  ourselves 
too,  if  we  should  imitate  them,  are  to  dread  the  words  of 
Scripture,  *'  Cursed  is  the  man  that  trusteth  in  man.*'  We 
are  commanded  to  "  call  upon  God  in  the  time  of  trouble ;" 
and  it  is  promised^  *^  that  he  will  deliver  us,  Md  we  shall 
glorify  him^.'*  We  find  no  such  command  to  call  upon 
saints;  neither  do  we  know  who  are  saints,  excepting  a  very 
few ;  and  in  what  present  state  they  are,  we  cannot  know, 
nor  how  our  prayers  can  come  to  their  knowledge ;  and  yet 
if  we  did  know  all  this,  it  cannot  be  endured  at  all,  that 
Christians,  who  are  commanded  to  call  upon  God,  and  upon 
none  else,  and  to  make  all  our  prayers  *  through  Jesus 
Christ/  and  never  so  much  as  warranted  to  make  our  prayers 
*  through  saints  departed/  should  yet  choose  saints  for  their 
particular  patrons,  or  at  all  rely  upon  them,  and  make  prayers 
to  them  in  such  forms  of  words,  which  are  only  fit  to  be 
spoken  to  God;  prayers  which  have  no  testimony,  command, 
or  promise,  in  the  Word  of  God,  and,  therefore,  which  cannot 
be  made  in  faith  or  prudent  hope. 

Neither  will  it  be  enough  to  say,  that  they  only  desire  the 
saints  to  pray  for  them ;  for  though  that  be  of  itself  a  matter 
indifferent,  if  we  were  sure  they  do  hear  us  when  we  pray^ 
and  that  we  should  not,  by  that  means,  secretly  destroy  our 
confidence  in  God,  or  ^lessen  the  honour  of  Christ,  our  Ad- 
vocate ;  of  which  because  we  cannot  be  sure,  but  much  rather 

*  Snmina  Cajetan.  v.  Oratio. 

^  Jerem.'xiii:  5.    Paat.  cxV.  9.  and  xlti.  5.  and  cxviii.  8.  and  I.  15. 
Heb.  iv.  16.    Blatt.  xi.  98.    John,  vi.  57. 
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the  contrary,  it  is  not  a  matter  rndifferent :  yet  besides  tbis^ 
in  the  public  offices  of  the  church  of  Rome,  there  are  prayers 
to  saints  made  with  confidence  in  them,  with  derogation  to 
Ood's  glory  and  prerogative,  with  diminution  to  the  honour 
of  Christy  with  words  in  sounds  and,  in  all  appearance,  the 
same  with  the  highest  that  are  Usually  expressed  in  our 
prayers  to  God,  and  his  Christ :  and  this  is  it  we  insist  upon^ 
and  reprove,  as  being  a  direct  destruction  of  our  sole  con^ 
fidence  in  God,  and  too  near  to  blasphemy,  to  be  endured  in 
the  devotions  of  Christians.  We  make  our  words  good  by 
these  allegations: — 

I.  We  shall  not  need  here  to  describe,  out  of  their  didao« 
tical  writings,  what  kind  of  prayers,  and  what  causes  of  con^ 
fidence,  they  teach  towards  the  blessed  Virgin  Mary  and  all 
saints  :  only  we  shall  recite  a  few  words  of  Antoninus,  their 
great  divine,  and  archbishop  of  Florence :  *'  It  is  necessary 
that  they>  to  whom  she  converts  her  eyes,  being  an  advocate 
for  them,  shall  be  justified  and  saved*'."  And  whereas  it 
may  be  objected  out  of  John  *,  that  the  apostle  says,  **  If 
any  sin,  we  have  an  Advocate  virith  the  FaUier,  Jesus  Christ 
the  righteous:" — he  answers,— '*  That  Christ  is  not  our 
Advocate  alone,  but  a  Judge :  and  since  the  just  is  scarce 
secure,  how  shall  a  sinner  go  to  him,  as  to  an  Advocate? 
Therefore  God  hath  provided  us  of  an  advocatess,  who  is 
gentle  and  sweet,  in  whom  nothing  that  is  sharp,  is  to  be 
found.'*  And  to  those  words  of  St.  Paul,  **  Come  boldly  to 
the  throne  of  Grace :" —  he  says, —  •*  That  Mary  is  the  throne 
of  Christ,  in  whom  he  rested ;  to  her,  therefore,  let  us  come 
with  boldness,  that  we  may  obtain  mercy,  and  find  grace  iu 
time  of  need  ;'*  and  adds,  that  **  Mary  is  called  *  full  of  grace,' 
because  she  is  the  means  and  cause  of  grace,  by  transfusing 
grace  to  mankind ;"  and  many  other  such  dangerous  propo- 
sitions :  of  which  who  please  to  be  further  satisfied,  if  he  dm 
endure  the  horror  of  reading  blasphemous  sayings,  he  may 
find  too  great  abundance  in  the  '  Mariale'  of  Bemardine*, 
which  is  confirmed  by  public  authority, — Jacobus  Perez  de 
Valentia^  and  in  Ferdinand  Quirinus  de  Salazar',  who 
affirms,  *^  That  the  Virgin  Mary,  by  offering  up  Christ  to 

^  Sum.  part.  4.  tit.  16.  ^1  Jo.  c.  ti.  1,  S. 

*  Bcrnardin.  de  Basti»,  de  CoocepU  Mariie.  1  part.  senn.  1.  part.  f. 

'  111  (4intic.  Mar.  Magnifical.         '  Comineot.  in  Proverb,  viii.  1Q« 
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God  the  Father,  wm  worthy  to  have,  after  a  certain  maoner, 
that  the  whole  salvation  and  redemption  of  mankind  should 
be  ascribed  to  her;  and  that  this  was  common  to  Christ  an4 
the  blessed  Virgin  his  mother,  that  she  did  offer  and  give  the 
price  of  our  redemption,  truly  and  properly ;  and  that  she  is 
deservedly  called  the  redeemer,  the  repairer,  the  mediator, 
the  author,  and  cause  of  our  salvation/'    Many  more  horrid 
blasphemies  are  in  his  notes  upon  that  chapter;  and  in  hi9 
Defence  of  the  Immaculate  Conception,  published  with  the 
privilege  of  Philip  III.  of  Spain,  and  by  the  authority  of  his 
order.    But  we  insist  not  upon  their  doctrines  delivered  by 
their  great  writers,  though  every  wise  man  knows  that  the 
doctrines  of  their  church  are  delivered  in  large  and  indefinite 
terms,  and  descend  not  to  minute  senses^  but  are  left  to  be 
explicated*by  their  writers,  and  are  so  practised  and  under- 
stood by  the  people ;  and,  at  the  worst,  the  former  doctrine 
of  probability  will  make  it  safe  enough :  but  we  shall  produce 
the  public  practice  of  their  church. 

And  first,  it  cannot  be  supposed,  that  they  intend  nothing 
but  to  desire  their  prayers ;  for  they  rely  also  on  their  merits, 
and  hope  to  get  their  desires,  and  to  prevail  by  them  also : 
for  so  it  is-  affirmed  by  the  Roman  catechism,  made  by  the 
decree  of  the  council  of  Trent  **,  and  published  by  the  pope's 
conunand :  '*  The  saints  are,  therefore,  to  be  invocated,  be- 
cause they  continually  make  prayers  for  the  health  of  man- 
kind, and  God  gives  us  many  benefits  by  their  merit  and 
favour:  and  it  is  lawful  to  have  recourse  to  the  favour  or 
grace  of  the  saints,  and  to  use  their  help ;  for  they  undertake 
the  patronage  of  us.''    And  the  council  of  Trent'  does  not 
only  say  it  is  good  to  fly  ''to  their  prayers,  but  to  their  aid 
and  to  their  help ;"  and  that  is  indeed  the  principal  and  the 
very  meaning  of  the  other.    We  pray  that  the  saints  should 
intercede  for  us,  *'  id  est,  ut  merita  eorum  nobis  suffiragentur ;" 
**  that  is,  that  their  merits  should  help  us,''  said  the  master  of 
the  sentences.    ''  Atque  id  confirmat  ecclesiee  praxis,"  to  use 
their  own  so  frequent  expression  in  many  cases. 

Contiiiet  hoe  templnm  Mnctomm  corporm  pars, 
A  qiiibnt  aavilian  mpplcri,  pcMcrfe  cars. 

This  distich  is  in  the  church  of  St.  Laurence,  in  Rome 

k  Tit*  de  Sanctis.  *  Setf,  9. 

VOL.  X.  Q 
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•"  Tkia  churcli  contains  the  pure  bodies  of  saints,  from  whom 
take  care  to  require  that  help  be  supplied  to  you,"    But 
the  practice  of  the  church  tells,  their  sefcret  meaning  best. 
For  besides  what  the  common  people  are  taught  to  do,  as  to 
pray  to  St.  Gall  for  the  health  and  fecundity  of  their  geese, 
fo  St.  WendeKhe  for  their  sheep,  to  St.  Anthony  for  their 
^ogs,  to  St.  Pelagius  for  their  oxen ;  and  that  several  trades 
lave  their  peculiar  saints;  and  the  physicians  are  patronized 
1)y  Cosmas  and  Damian;   the  painters,  by  St.  Luke;  the 
potters,  by  Goarus ;  the  huntsmen,  by  Eustachius ;  the  harlots 
(for  that  also  is  a  trade  at  Rome)  by  St.  Afra  and  St.  Mary 
'Magdalene :  they  do  also  rely  upon  peculiar  saints  for  the 
cure  of  several  diseases ;  St.  Sebastian  and  St.  Roch  have  a 
'special  privilege  to  cure  the  plague ;  St.  Petronilla  the  fever ; 
St.  John  and  St.  Bennet,  the  abbot,  to  cure  all  ]>oison ;  St. 
Apollonia  the  toothache ;  St.  Otilia  sore  eyes ;  St.  ApoUinans 
the  French  pox  (for  it  seems  he  hath  lately  got  that  employ- 
ment, since  the  discovery  of  the  West  Indies);  St,  Vincentius 
hath  a  speciial  faculty  in  restoring  stolen  goods,  and-  St. 
•Liberius  (if  he  please)  does  infallibly  cure  the  stone,  and 
St.  Felicitas  (if  she  be  heartily  called  upon)  will  give  the 
teeming  mother  a  fine  boy.     It  were  strange  if  nothing  but 
intercession  by  these  saints  were  intended,  that  they  cannot 
as  well  pray  for  other  things  as  these ;  or  that  they  have  no 
commission  to  ask  of  these  anything  else,  or  not  so-con^ 
iidefntly ;  and  that,  if  they  do  ask,  that  St.  Otilia  shall  not  as 
much  prevail  to  help  a  fever  as  a  cataract;  or  that  if  St« 
Sebastian  be  called  upon  to  pray  for  the  help  of  a  poor 
female  sinner,  who  by  sad  diseases  pays  the  price  of  her.lust> 
he  must  go  to  St.' Apollinaris  in  behalf  of  his^client. 

But  if  any  of  the  Roman  doctors  say,  ^  That  they  vn 
not  tied  to  defend  the  superstitions  of  the  vulgar,  or  the 
abused :'-— They  say  true,  they  are  not  indecfd,  but  mtiiev 
to  reprove  Ihem,  as  we  do,  and  to  declare  agdinst  them; 
and  the  council  of  I'rent  very  goodly  forbids  all  superstitions 
in  this  article,  but  yet  tells  us  not  whset  ^re  superstitions, 
and  what  not;  and  still  the  world  goes  on  in  ^e  practice 
of  the  same  intolerable  follies,  and  every  nation  hath  a  par- 
ticular guanKan  saint,  and  every  city,  every  family,  and 
almost  every  house,  and  every  devouter  person  almost  chooses 
bis  own  patron  saint,  whos,e  altars  ihey  more  devoutly  fre> 
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'qnent,  whose  inmge  they  more  religiotiBly  worship,  iso  whose 
relics  they  more  readily  go  in  pilgrimage,  to  whose  honour 
"they  say  more  '  Pater  nosters/  whose  festival  tliey  mor* 
solemnly  observe ;  spoiling  their  prayers  by  their  confidences 
in  unknown  persons,  living  in  an  unknown  condition,  and 
diminishing  that  affiance  in  Ood  and  our  Lore!  Jesus  Christ, 
by  importune  and  frequent  addresses  to  them  that  cannot 
help.  ' 

But  that  these  are  not  the  faults  of  their  people  only, 
hinning  wilfully  into  such  follies,  but  the  practice  of  their 
bhurch,  and  warranted  and  taught  by  their  guides,  appears 
by  the-  public  prayers*'  themselves;  such  as  these,  "  O 
generous  Mary,  beauteous  above  all,  obtain  pardon  for  us, 
apply  grace  unto  us,  prepare  glory  for  us.  Hail,  thou  rose, 
thou  Virgin  Mary,  &c.  Grant  to  us  to  use  true  wisdom, 
and  with  the  elect  to  enjoy  grace,  that  we  may  with  melody 
praise  thee;  and  do  thou  drive  our  sins  away:  O  Virgin 
Mary,  give  us  joys.**  These,  and  divers  others  like  these^ 
are  in  the  anthem  of  our  lady.  In  the  rosary  of  our  lady 
this  hymn  is  to  be  said; 

Rapantrhc  et  Salv^trix  datpctantis  aoliiiSi 
Irroratrifc  et  litr^trix  spiritnalis  gmtis. 
Quod  requiro,  quod  snspiro,  mea  aaoa  viilnera, 
Et  da  menti  te  poscenti  gratianim  maneni, 
Vi  Mm  caatni  et  modcatot,  Stt. 


Gorde  prndeu,  ore  fttndeni  veritatem  dicere, 
Malnm  noleDf,'Dcaai  ?oleiis  pio  semper  opere. 

That  is,  "  Thou  Repairer  and  Saviour  of  the  despairing 
boul,*the  dew-giver  and  bestower  of  spiritual  grace;  heal 
my  wounds,  and  give  to  the  mind  that  prays  to  thee;  the 
gifts  of  grace,  that  I  may  be  chaste,  modest,  wise  in  hcaW, 
ttiie  in  my  sayings,  hating  evil,  loving  God  ih  holy  Works  f^ 
and  much  more  to  the  same  purpose.  There  also  the  blessed 
Virgin  Mary,  after  many  glorious  appellatives,  is  prayed  to 
in  these  words,  **  Join  me  to  Christ,  govern  me  always) 
enlighten  my  heart,  defend  me  always  from  the  snan  of 
the  enemy,  deliver  us  from  all  evil,  audi  from  the  pains 
ot  hell-" 

^  Ex  can u  horann^  Iwatae  Maritp. 


226  A  DISSUASIVE  FROM  POPERY. 

So  that  it  is  no  wonder  that  pope  Leo'  the  Xth  calls 
her  a  goddess;  and  Torcelin"  the  jesoit,  "  DivinsB  majes- 
tatis«  potestatisque  sociain.  Haic  olim  cGelestiiim  morta^ 
liumque  principatum  detulit.  Ad  hujus  arbitriam  (quoad 
hominum  tutela  postulat)  terras,  maria,  coelum,  naturamque 
moderatur*  Hac  annuente,  et  per  hanc,  divinos  thesauros, 
et  ccelestia  dona  largitur;^*  **  The  companion  or  partner  of 
the  Divine  Majesty  and  power.  To  her  he  long  since  gave 
the  principality  of  all  heavenly  and  mortal  things.  At  her 
will  (so  far  as  the  guardianship  of  men  requires)  he  rules 
the  earth  and  seas,  heaven  and  nature :  and  she  consenting, 
he  gives  Divine  treasures  and  celestial  gifts.**  Nay,  in  the 
mass  books  penned  1538,  and  used  in  the  Polonian  churches, 
they  call  the  blessed  Virgin  Mary,  "  Viam  ad  vitam,  totius 
mundi  gubematricero,  peccatorum  cum  Deo  reconciliatricem» 
fontem  remissionis  peccatorum,  lumen  luminum ;"  ''  the  way 
to  life,  the  governess  of  all  the  world,  the  reconciler  of 
sinners  with  God,  the  fountain  of  remission  of  sins,  light  of 
light";'*  and  at  last  salute  her  with  an  '  Ave  nniversn 
trinitatis  mater,'  *  Hail  thou  mother  of  the  whole  trinity*/ 

We  do  not  pick  out  these  only,  as  the  most  singuhr,  or 
the  worst  forms;  for  such  as  these  are  very  numerous,  as 
is  to  be  seen  in  their  breviaries,  missalls.  Hours  of  our  Lady, 
Rosary  of  our  Lady,  the  Litany  of  our  Lady,  called  '  Litania 
MarioB,'  the  *  Speculum  rosariorum,*  the  hymns  of  saints, 
portuises,  and  manuals.  These  only  are  the  instances  which 
amongst  many  others  presently  occur.  Two  things  only  we 
shall  add,  instead  of  many  more  that  might  be  represented. 

The  first  is,  that  in  a  hymn  which  they  (from  what 
reason  or  etymology  we  know  not,  neither  are  we  concerned) 
call  a  '  sequence,'  the  council  of  Constance  did  invocate  the 
blessed  Virgin,  in  the  same  manner  as  councils  did  use  to 
invocate  the  Holy  Ghost ;  they  call  her  the  "  Mother  of 
grace,  the  remedy  to  the  miserable,  the  fountain  of  mercy, 
and  the  light  of  the  church :"  attributes  proper  to  Giod,  and 
incommunicable ;  — "  They  sing  her  praises,  and  pray  to  her 
for  graces,  they  sing  to  her  with  the  heart,  they  call  them- 

>  Ad  RecanatensM  dt  Lanretaoa  imagine,  apod  Benibom,  lib.  Tiii.  ep.  IT. 
■  In  epift.  dedicst.  histor.  Lsuretan.  ■  Fol.  3t5,  5f4,  9t3. 

•  FoL  Stf .—  Vide  cpitt.  Asdr.  Dndithti  qsinqne  Eeclet.  eplic.  edit 
A.  D.  1590,  tine  loci  ti  tfffignphi  nomine. 
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selves  her  sons,  they  declare  her  to  be  their  health  and 
comfort  in  all  doubts,  and  call  on  her  for  light  from  heaven^ 
and  trust  in  her  for  the  destruction  of  heresies,  and  the  re- 
pression of  schisms,  and  for  the  lasting  confederations  of 
peace.*— 

The  other  thing  we  tell  of,  is,  that  there  is  a  psalter 
of  our  lady,  of  great  and  ancient  account  in  the  church  of 
Rome;  it  hath  been  several  times  printed,  at  Venice,  at 
Paris,  at  Letpsic;  and  the  title  is,  '^  The  Psalter  of  the 
Blessed  Virgin,  compiled  by  the  seraphical  doctor  St.  Bonar 
venture,  bishop  of  Alba,  and  presbyter  cardinal  of  the  holy 
church  of  Rome."  But  of  the  book  itself,  the  account  is 
soon  made ;  for  it  is  nothing  but  the  psalms  of  Bavid,  an 
hundred  and  fifty  in  number  are  set  down ;  altered  indeed, 
to  make  as  much  of  it  as  could  be  sense  so  reduced:  in 
which  the  name  of  *  Lord'  is  left  out,  and  that  of  '  Lady' 
put  in;  so  that  whatever  David  said -of  Ood  and  Christ, 
the  same  prayers  and  the  same  praises  they  say  of  the 
blessed  Virgin  Mary;  and  whether  all  that  can  be  said 
without  intolerable  blasphemy,  we  suppose  needs  not  much 
disputation. 

The  same  things,  but  in  a  less  proportion  and  frequency, 
they  say  to  other  saints. 

O  Maria  Magdalena, 
Audi  Tota  laiide  plena, 
ApQd  CbriAtnn  choram  ixtnni 

Cleactitcr  coociliss 
Ut  fons  ttimmB  pietatia,  * 

Qui  te  lavit  i  peccatis,  * 

SerYOt  suos,  fttque  toos 

Ma9d«t,  dati  veait. 

**  O  Mary  Magdalen,  hear  our  prayers,  which  are  full 
of  praises,  and  most  clemently  reconcile  this  company  unto 
Christ:  that  the  fountaia  of  supreme  piety,  who  cleansed 
thee  from  thy  sin^  giving  p^don,  may  cleanse  us  who  are 
his  servants  and  thine  i*.'^  These  things  are  too.  bad  already; 
we  shall  not  aggravate  «them  by  any  further  commentary ; 
but  apply  the  premises. 

Now,  therefore,  we  desire  it  may  be  considered,  that 


p  In    Cunticis   qiue  vocant  Seqaentia.   Dominic,  ante  AfCensioDem 
Domini. 
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Aere  we  as  the  effects  of  Christ's  death  for  us»  three  great 
products^  which  are  the  rule  and  measure  of  our  prayers, 
and  our  confidence;  1.  Christ's  merits.    2.  Uia  satisfaction* 
S.  His  intercession.     By  these  three  we  come  boldly  to  the 
throne  of  grace,   and  pray  to  God  through  Jesus  ChrisL 
But  if  we  pray  to  God  through  the  saints  toO|  and  rely  upon 
tiieir  1.  merits,  2.  satisfaction,  3.  and  intercession;  is  it  not 
plfiin  that  we  make  them  equal  with  Christ,  in  kind,  though 
not  in  degree  1  For  it  is  publicly  avowed  and  practised  in  th« 
church  of  Rome,  to  rely  upon  the  saints'  intercession ;  and 
this  intercession  to  be  made  valid  by  the  merits  of  the  saints : 
'^  We  pray  thee,  O  St.  Jude,  the  apostle,  that  by  thy  merits 
^u  wouldst  draw  me  from  the  custom  of  my  sins,  and 
snatch  me  from  the  power  of  the  devil,  and  advance  me  to 
the  invisible  powers^;"  and  they  say  as  much  to  others.  And 
for  their  '  satisfactions,'  the  treasure  of  the  church  for  in^ 
dulgences  is  made  up  with  them,  and  the  satisCeu^tions  of 
Christ :  so  that  there  is  nothing  remaining  of  the  honour  due 
to  Christ  our  Redeemer,  and  our  confidence  in  him,  but  the 
same  in  every  kind  is  by  the  church  of  Rome  imputed  to 
the  saints :  and,  therefore,  the  very  being  and  economy  of 
Christianity  is  destroyed  by  these  prayers ;  and  the  people 
are  not,  cannot  be,  good  Christians  in  these  devotions ;  and 
what  hopes  are  laid  up  for  them,  who  repent  to  no  purpose, 
and  pray  with  derogation  to  Christ's  honour,  is  a  matter  of 
deepest  consideration.    And,  therefore,  we  desire  our  charges 
not  to  be  seduced  by  little  tricks  and  artifices  of  useless  and 
laborious  distinctions,  and  protestations  against  evidence  of 
fact,  and  with  fear  and  trembling  to  consider,  what  God  said 
by  the  prophet',  '*  My  people  have  done  two  great  evils, 
they  have  forsaken  me,  *  fortem,  vivum,'  '  the  strong  and 
the  living'  God ;"  '  fontem  vivum,'  so  some  copies  read  it,— 
''  *  The  hving  fountain,'  and  have  digged  for  themselves  cis* 
iems,"  that  is,  Uttle  fantastic  helps^  '*  that  hold  no  water," 
that  give  no  refreshment;  or  as  St.  Paul*  expresses  it,  they 
worship  and  invocate  the  creature  wa^a  roy  jcTiVarro,  ^'  besides 
the  Creator ;"  so  the  word  properly  signifies,  and  so  it  is 
used  by  the  apostle  in  other  places  %    And  at  least  lei  us 


4  Vide  apccnlam  R^tarior.    Sequeotiw ;  ct  Breviar,  Rom. 

'  Jerem.  ii.  l3.  *  Rom.  I.  25.  M  Cor.  iii.  11.    Gal.  i.  8. 
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remember  th<»Be  excettent  words  of  St  AaMiiiy  "  Tiitiiis  «t 
jacondius  loquar  ad  meum  Jesum,  quilm  ad  aliquem  aaifc- 
torum  apiritiiom  Dei';"  ''I  can  Apeak  safer  and  more  pka- 
santly  or  cheerfully  to  my  Lord  Jesus,  than  to.  any  of  tbe 
saints  atid  spirits  of  God**."  For  Chat  we  have  Command- 
ment, for  this  we  have  none ;  for  that  we  have  example  in 
Scriptures,  for  this  we  have  none ;  there  are  many  promised 
made  to  that,  but  to  this  there  is  none  at  all ;  and  therefore 
we  cannot  in  faith  pray  to  them,  or  at  all  rely  upon  them 
•for  helps. 

Which  tonsiderdtion  ia  greatly  heightened  by  that  proi»- 
titntion  of  devption  usual  in  the  church  of  Rome,  yraat^fipui,  to 
every  upstart,  to  every  old  and  new  sainL  ^nd  although 
the^  have  a  -story  among  themsblves,  that  it  is  ominous  for  a 
pope  to  canonize  a  saint,  and  he  never  survives  it  above  a 
"twelve-month,  as  Pierre  Mathieu  observes  in  the  instances  cff 
Clement  IV.  and  Adrian  VI.;  yet  this  hinders,  not,  but  thttt 
they  are  tempted  to  do  it  frequently.  But  concerning  the 
thing  itself,  the  best  we  can  say,  is  what  Christ  said  of  the 
Samaritans,  "  They  worship  they  know  not  what*.''  Such 
are  St.  Fingare,  St.  Anthony  of  Padua,  St.  Christopher*  Charles 
'BorromcBuft,  Ignatius  Loyola,  Xaveriusr,  and  many  others  of 
whfom  Cardinal  Bessarion"^  complained,  that  many  of  them 
were  such  persons  whose  life  he  could  not  approve;  and 
fiudi,  concerning  whom  they  knew  nothing,  but  from  their 
parties,  and  by  pretended  revelations  made  to  particular  and 
hypochondriacal  persons.  It  is  a  famous  saying  of  St.  Gre- 
gory, '  that  the  bodies  of  many  persons  are  worshipped  on 
earth,  whose  souls  are  tormented  in  hell :'  and  Augustinus 
Triumphus  af&rms, '  that  all  who  are  canonized  by  the  pope, 
cannot  be  said  to  be  in  heaven.'  And  this  matter  is  beyond 
dispute ;  for  Prateolus  tells,  that  Herman,  the  author  of  the 
heresy  of  the  Fratricelli,  was  for  tw^ity  years  together  after 
his  death  honoured  for  a  saint,  but  afterwards  his  body  was 
taken  up  and  burnt.    But  then  since  (as  Ambros^us  Cathsr 

••  Lib.  i.  c.  t.  de  YMtatioDe  iofirmomtti :  sicript,  St.  Awg, 

*  John,  iv.  f2. 

y  Vide  libr.  de  Sanctis  Hibernicis  niiper  Latine  edit,  per  D.  Piicardam 
Pariaieoaem. 

*  Apud  Boto.  in  MMhdd.  Histor.  lib.  iv.  Apdd  Angiiit  Triwriphnm  de 
Aocona,  q.  14.  ad  4.  et  qiusvt  17.  ad  4.  verb.  Hermanniu. 
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rinus  and  Vivaldiis  obserreX  if  one  saint  be  called  in  qneationy 
Aen  the  rest  may ;  what  will  become  of  the  devotions  which 
are  paid  to  such  saints  which  have  been  canonized  within 
these  last  five  centuries?  Concerning  whom  we  can  have 
but  slender  evidence  that  they  are  in  heaven  at  all.  And 
Aerefore  the  cardinal  of  Cambray,  Petms  de  Alliaco,  wishes 
that  so  many  new  saints  were  not  canonised  *.  They  are 
indeed  so  many,  that  in  the  chnrch  of  Rome,  the  holydays, 
which  are  called  their  '  greater  doubles/  are  threescore  and 
four,  besides  the  feasts  of  Christ  and  our  hidy,  and  the  holy- 
days  which  they  call  half-double  festivals,  together  with  the 
Sundays^  are  above  one  hundred  and  thirty.  So  that  beaidea 
many  holydays  kept  in  particular  places,  there  are,  in  tka 
whole  year,  about  two  hundred  holydays,  if  we  may  belief  e 
their  own  Gavantus^ ;  which,  besides  that  it  is  an  intolerable 
burden  to  the  poor  labourer,  who  must  k^ep  so  aaany  of 
them,  that  on  the  rest  he  can  scarce 'earn  his  bread,  they  do 
also  turn  religion  into  superstition,  and  habituate  the  people 
to  idleness,  and  disorderly  festivities,  and  impious  cekbrar 
tions  of  the  day  with  unchristian  merriments  and  licentious* 
ness.  We  conclude  this  with  those  words  of  St.  Paul,  **  How 
ahall  we  call  on  him,  on  whom  we  have  not  believed*?'' 
Christ  said,  **  Ye  believe  in  God,  believe  also  in  me/'  Bat 
he  never  said.  Ye  have  believed  in  me,  believe  also  in 
my  saints.  No :  **  For  there  is  but  one  mediator  between 
God  and  man,  the  man  Christ  Jesus'."  And  therefore  we 
must  come  to  God,  not  by  saints,  but  only  by  Jesus  Christ 
our  Lord. 


SECTION  IX. 


There  is,  in  the  church  of  Rome,  a  horrible  impiety  taught 
and  practised,  which,  so  far  as  it  goes,  must  needs  destroy 
tiiat  part  of  holy  life  which  consists  in  the  holiness  of  our 
prayers;  and  indeed  is  a  conjugation  of  evils,  of  such  evils, 
of  which  in  the  whole  worid  a  society  of  Christians  should 
be  least  suspected;  we  mean  the  infinite  superstitions  and 

•  Lik  4e  Refimn.  Ecelei .  ^  De  Futb  Swictsr.  f.  ta 

•  Rom.  X.  14.  *  i  Ths.  ii.  5. 
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incantatioiiB,  or  charms  used  by  their  priests  in  their  ezor^ 
cising  possessed  persons,  and  conjuring  of  devils. 

There  was  an  ecclesiastical  book  called  '  Ordo  Baptizandi 
cum  modo  Visitandi/  printed  at  Venice  A.  D.  1575,  in 
which  there  were  damnable  and  diabolical  charms,  insomuch 
that  the  Spanish  inquisitors  in  their  expurgatory  index, 
printed  at  Madrid,  A.  D.  1612,  commanded  "deleatur  tota 
exorcismus*  Lucifbrina,  cujus  initium  est,  Adesto,  Domine^ 
tui  famuli ;"  *^  all  that  Luciferian  exorcism  be  blotted  out." 
But  whoever  look»  into  the  Treasure  of  Exorcisms  and  hor- 
rible Conjurings  (for  that  is  the  very  title  of  the  book  printed 
at  Celen;  A.  D,  1608,)  shall  find  many  as  horrid  things,  and 
not  censured  by  any  inquisitors  as  yet,  so  far  as  we  have  ever 
read  or  heard.  Nay,  that  very  ^  Luciferina/*  or  ^  Devilish 
Exorcism,*  is  reprinted  at  Lyons,  A.  D.  1614,  in  the  'Insti- 
tutio  Baptizandi/  which  was  restored  by  the  decree  of  the 
council  of  Trent:  so  that  though  it  was  forbidden  in  Spain, 
it  was  allowed  in  France.  But  as  bad  as  that  are  allowed 
everywhere  in  the  church  of  Rome :  the  most  famous  and  of 
]nf>st  public  use  are  '  The  Treasure  of  Exorcisms/  of  which 
we  bat  now  made  mention ;  *  the  Roman  Ritual/  '  the  Manual 
of  Exorcisms/  printed  at  Antwerp,  A.  D.  1626,  with  appro* 
bation  of  the  bishop,  and  privilege  of  the  archdukes ;  the 
Pastorals  of  several  churches,  especially  that  of  Ruremonde ; 
and  especially  the  *  Flagellum  Deemonum,' '  The  devil's  whip,* 
by  father  Jerome  Mengus,  a  friar  minor ;  which  the  clergy  of 
Orieans  did  use  in  the  exorcising  of  Martha  Brosser,  A.  D. 
1699,  the  story  whereof  is  in  the  epistles  of  Cardinal  D'Ossat, 
and  the  history  of  the  excellent  Thuanus^. 

Now  from  these  books,  especially  this  last,  we  shall  re^ 
present  their  manner  of  casting  out  devils ;  and  then  speak  a 
word  to  the  thing  itself. 

Ilieir  manner  and  form  is  this : 

First*,  They  are  to  try  the  devil  by  holy  water,  incense, 
sulphur,  rue,  which  from  thence,  as  we  suppose,  came  to  be 
called '  herb  of  grace,' — and  especially  St.  John's  wort,  which 

*  Nfl  niKtar  Icetor  emditnt,  qaod  *  exorenmiM '  ipod  InqabiUres  tii 
fcemintai  gCBcrii:  fortaaac  dispeiuatoni  fait  eum  bonia  virU  in  hoc  arttcnlo. 
An  potiiu  fmctnm  qnia  boDOS  Angelus  nttnquam,  mali  autem  Geuii  suepiMiine 
rab  Ibmif  fiemiMM  appamcre ;  qnod  noUvit  Tritbemioi. 

^  Lib.  cxili.  *  Plagctlnm  Dwao^nH^  ilocaai.  3. 
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therefore  they  call '  devilt  flight ;'  with  which  if  they  caiuiot 
cast  the  devil  out,  yet  they  may  do  good  to  the  patient;  for 
BO  Pope  Alexander  I.'  promised  and  commanded  the  priests 
to  use  it  for  sanctifying  and  pacifying  the  people,  and  driving 
ftway  the  snares  of  the  devil :  and  to  this,  it  were  well  if  the 
exorcist  would  rail  upon,  mock  and  jeer  the  devil;  for  he 
paimot  endure  a  witty  and  a  sharp,  taunt,  and  loves  jeering 
imd  railing  no  more  than  he  loves  holy  water ;  and  this  was 
Well  tried  of  old  against  an  empuse,  that  met  ApoUonius 
Tyanastts  at  Mount  Caucasus,  against  whom  he  railed,  ad^ 
exhorted  his  company  to  do  so*. 

Next  to  this,  the  exorcist  may  ask  the  devil  some  que»* 
lions;  What  is  his  name?  How  many  of  them  there  are? 
For  what  cause*  and  at  what  time  he  entered  ?  and,  for  his 
own  learning,  By  what. person  he  can  be  cast  out?  and  by 
what  saint  adjured  ?  Who  are  his  particular  enemies  in  heaven? 
and  who  in  hell?  By  what  words  he  can  be  mpst  ai|kicted? 
for  the  devils  are  such  fools  that  they  cannot  keep  theif 
own  counsel,  nor  choose  but  tell,  and  when  they  do,  they 
always  tell  true  :  He  may  also  ask  him  by  what  covenant,  t>r 
tvhat  charm  he  came  there,  and  by  what  he  is  to  be  released  ? 
Then  he  may  call  Lucifer  to  help  him,  and  to  torment  that 
spirit  (for  so  *  they  cast  out  devils  by  Beelzebub,  the  prince 
of  devils ') ;  and  certainly  Lucifer  dares  .not  but  obey  him. 
Next  to  this,  the  exorcist  is  cunningly  to  get  out  of  the  devil^ 
the  confession  of  some  article  of  faith,  for  the  edificatioii  of 
the  standers-by  (whom  he  may  by  this  means  convince  of 
the  truth  of  transubstantiation,  the  reality  of  pui^toty,  or 
the  value  of  indulgences),  and  command  him  to  knock  bis 
head  three  times  against  the  ground,  in  adoration  o|  the 
Holy  Trinity.  But  let  him  take  heed  what  relics  k^  a^ply 
to  the  devil;  for,  if  the  relics  be  counterfeit,  the  devil  will 
be  too  hard  for  him.  However,  let  the  exorcising  priei&t  be 
sure  to  bless  his  pottage,  his  meat,  his  ointment,  hia  h^rbs ; 
and  then  also  he  may  use  some  schedule^  or  little  foils  of 
paperi  containing  in  them  holy  words ;  but  he  must  be  smre 
to  be  exercised  and  skilful  in  all  things  that  belong  to  the 
conjuring  of  the  devil :  these  are  the  prepaiwtory  doconieiits, 
which' when  he  hath  observed,  then  let  him  fall  to  his  prayei^. 

<i  Vide  Raimon.  LaIUiiid.  lib.  H.  de  qnintm  cfMDiftft. 
•  PhilMl.  de  Vila  ApsMoSil. 
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Now  for  the  prayets^  they  also  are  publicly  desoribed  in 
the  offices  before  cited ;  and  are  as  foUoweth : — 

The  priest  ties  his  stole  about  the  neck  of  the  possessed 
with  thi^e  knota*  and  says,  "  O  ye  abominable  rebels  against 
God,  I  conjure  you  spirits,  and  adjure  you,  I  call,  I  constrain* 
I  C9&  out,  I  contend  and  contest,  wherever  you  are  in  this 
aMn,  by  the  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Ghost  [then  he  makea 
three   -f],  by  the  most  powerful  name  of  God,  Eli,   the 
Itrong  and  admirable,  I  exorcise  you,  and  adjure  you,  and 
eommand  you,  by  the  power  I  have,  that  you  incontinently 
h^ar  the  words  of  my  conjuring,  and  perceive  yourselves 
overcome,  and  command  you  not  to  depart  without  license^ 
at)d  BO  I  bind  you  with  this  stole  of  jucundity ;  in  the  name 
ef  the  Father  +>  Son  +*  and  Holy  Ghost  +,  Amen/'    Then 
he  makes  two  and  thirty  crosses  more,  and  calls  over  one 
IMid  thirty  names  of  God  in  false  Hebrew,  and  base  Greek, 
and  some  Latin,  signifying  the  same  names;  and  the  two 
^d  thirtieth  is  by  the  sign  of  the  cross,  praying  God  to 
deliver  them  from  their  enemies.     Then  follow  more  prayers, 
and  more  adjurations,  and  more  conjurations  (for  they  are 
greatly  different  you  must  know)  and  aspersions  of  holy 
water^  and  showings  of  the  cross,  and  signings  with  it.    Then 
they  adjure  the  devil  (in  case  the  names  of  God  will  not  do 
it)  by  St.  Mary,  and  St.  Anne,  by  St.  Michael,  and  St.  Ga- 
briel, by  Raphael,  and  all  angels  and  archangels,  by  the 
patriarchs,  and  by  the  prophets,  and  by  his  own  infirmity, 
\y  the  apostles,  and  by  the  martyrs  ;  and  then  after  all  this^ 
if  the  devil  will  not  come  out,  he  must  tarry  there  still,  till  the 
next  exorcism ;  in  which  the  exorcist  must  rail  at  the  devil| 
and  say  over  again  the  names  of  God,  and  then  ask  him 
questions,  and  read  over  the  sequences  of  the  Gospels ;  and 
after  that  tell  him,  that  he  hath  power  over  him,  for  he  can 
tmnsubetantiate  bread  into  Christ's  body ;  and  then  conjure 
him  again,  and  call  him  *  damned  devil,  unclean  spirit/  and 
as  bad  aa  he  can  call  him ;  and  so  pray  to  God  to  cast  hin| 
out  of  the  man's  moath  and  nose,  Ups  and  teeth,  jaws  and 
cheeks,  eyea  and  forehead,  eye-brows  and  eye-lids,  his  feet| 
axxi  his  members^his  marrow  and  his  bones,  and  must  reckon 
every  part  of  his  body:  to  which  purpose,  we  suppose  it 
woald  be  well  if  the  exorcist  were  well  skilled  in  Laurentius^ 
qr  Bauhinus's  anatomy.     And  if  he  will  not  go  out  yet. 
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there  is  no  help  but  he  must  choose,  till  the  third  exoTcism : 
in  which,  besides  many  prayers  and  conjurations  in  other 
words  to  the  same  purpoAC,  the  exorcist  must  speak  louder, 
[especially  if  it  be  a  deaf  devil,  for  then  indeed  it  is  the  more 
necessary],   and  tell  the  deril  his  own,  and  threaten  him 
terribly,  and  conjure  him  again,  and  say  over  to  him  about 
some  twenty  or  thirty  names  or  titles  of  Christ,  and  forbid 
the  devil  to  go  any  whither,  but  to  the  centre  of  the  world, 
and  must  damn  him  eternally  to  the  sulphurous  flames  of 
hell,  and  to  be  tormented  worse  than  Lucifer  himself  for  his 
daring  to  resist  so  many  great  names ;  and  if  he  will  not  now 
obey,  let  him  take  fire  and  brimstone,  and  make  a  fbme, 
whether  the  possessed  will  or  no,  until  the  devil  tell  you  all 
his  mind  in  what  you  ask  him :  [the  lirer  of  Tobias's  lidi 
were  a  rare  thing  here,  but  that  is  not  to  be  had  for  lore  or 
money] :  And  after  this,  he  conjures  him  again,  by  some  of 
the  names  of  God,  and  by  the  merits,  and  all  the  good  things 
which  can  be  spoken  or  thought  of  the  most  blessed  Virgin, 
and  by  all  her  names  and  titles,  which  he  must  reckon^  one 
and  forty  in  number,  together  with  her  epithets,  making  so 
many,  and  by  these  he  must  cast  him  headlong  into  hell. 

But  if  the  devil  be  stubborn,  for  some  of  them  are  very 
disobedient^  there  is  a  fourth,  and  a  fifth,  and  a  sixUi  exor* 
cism :  and  then  he  conjures  the  earth,  the  water,  and  the 
fire  to  make  them  of  his  party,  and  commands  them  not  to 
harbour  such  villanous  spirits,  and  commands  hell  to  hear 
him,  and  obey  his  word,  and  conjures  all  the  spirits  in  heH 
to  take  that  spirit  to  themselves,  (for^  it  may  be,  they  will 
understand  their  duty  better  than  that  stubborn  devil,  diat  is 
broke  loose  from  thence).  But  if  this  chance  to  fail,  there  is 
yet  left  a  remedy  that  will  do  it :  he  must  make  the  picture 
of  the  devil,  and  write  his  name  over  the  head  of  it,  and 
conjure  the  fire  to  bum  it  most  horribly  and  hastily  [and  if 
the  picture  be  upon  wood  or  paper,  it  is  ten  to  one  that  may 
be  done]:  After  all  this  stir.  Sprinkle  more  holy  vrater, 
and  take  sulphur,  galbannm,  assafmtida,  aristolochia,  rue, 
St.  John's-wort ;  all  which  being  distinctly  blessed,  the  exor- 
cist must  hold  the  devil's  picture  over  the  fire,  and  adjure  the 
deyil  to  hear  him ;  and  then  he  must  not  spare  him,  but  tdl 
him  all  his  faults,  and  give  him  all  his  names,  and  anathe- 
matize him,  and  curse  not  only  him,  but  Lucifer  too,  and 
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BeeUebiib,  and  Satan,  and  Aataroth,  and  Beh^mot,  and  B^ 
berity  and  all  together  [for  indeed  there  is  not  one  good 
natured  devil  amongst  them  all] ;  and  then  pray  once  more, 
and  80  throw  the  devil's  picture  into  the  fire»  and  then  insult 
in  a  long  form  of  crowing  over  him,  which  is  th^re  set 
down. 

And  now  after  all,  if  he  will  not  go  out,  there  is  a  seventh 
exorcism  for  him  with  new  ceremonies.  He  must  show 
him  the  consecrated  host  in  the  Pix,  pointing  at  it  with  his 
finger,  and  then  conjure  him  again,  and  rail  at  him  once 
more ;  to  which  purpose,  there  is  a  very  fine  form  taken  out 
of  Prierius,  and  set  down  in  the  '  Flagelium  Dttmonam  ;*  and 
then  let  the  exorcist  pronounce  sentence  against  the  devil^ 
and  give  him  his  oath,  and  then  a  commandment  to  go  out 
of  the  several  parts  of  his  body,  always  taking  care  that  at 
no  hand  he  remain  in  the  upper  parts;  aiMl  then  is  the 
devils  cue  to  come  out,  if  he  have  a  mind  to  it  (for  that  must 
be  dways  supposed);  and  then  follow  the  thanksgivings* 

This  is  the  manner  of  their  devotion,  described  for  the 
use  of  their  exorcists ;  in  whi<;h  is  such  a  heap  of  folly,  mad- 
ness, superstition^  blasphemy,  and  ridiculous  gui^e^j  and 
playings  with  the.  devil,  that  if  any  man  amongst  us  should 
use  such  things,  he  would  be  in  danger  of  being  tried  at  the 
next  assizes  for  a  witch,  or  a  conjurer :  however,  certain  it 
is,  whatever  the  devil  loses  by  pretending  to  obey  the  exor* 
cist»  he  gains  more  by  this  horrible  debauchery  of  Christianity. 
There  needs  no  confutation  of  it»  the  impiety  is  visible  and 
tangible ;  and  it  is  sufficient  to  have  told  the  story* 

Only  this  we  say,  as  to  the  thing  itself: 

The  casting  out  of  devils  is  a  miraculous  power,  and 
given  ^t  first  for  the  confirmation  of  Christian  faith,  as  the 
gift  of  tongues  and  healing  were ;  and  therefore  we  have 
reason  to  believe,  that  because  it  is  not  an  ordinary  power, 
the  ordinary  exorcisms  cast  out  no  more  devils  than  extreme 
unction  cures  sicknesses.  We  do  not  envy  to  any  one,  any 
grace  of  God,  but  wish  it  were  more  modestly  pretended, 
unless  it  could  be  more  evidently  proved.  Origen^  con- 
demned this  whole  procedure  of  conjuring  devils  long  since : 
"  Quteret  oliquis,  si  convenit  vel  dsemones  adjurare  ?    Qui 

' 'J'ract.^.  inMatL 
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aspictt  Jesum  impenintem  deemonibm,  sed  ettam  potestatera 
dantem  discipuKs  super  omnia  dnmoniay  et  ut  infinnitates 
sanarenty  dicet,  non  est  secundum  potestatem  datam  ik  Sal- 
vatore  adjuiare  dsmonin ;  Judaicum  enim  est  r**  ''  If  any 
one  asksy  whether  it  be  fit  to  adjure  devils  ?  He  that  beholds 
Jesus  commanding  over  devils,  and  also  giving  power  to  his 
disciples  over  all  unclean  spirits,  and  to  heal  diseases,  will 
say,  that  to  adjure  devils  is  not  according  to  the  power  given 
by  our  blessed  Saviour;  for  it  is  a  Jewish  trick:''  and  St 
Chryso8tom<  spake  soberly  and  truly,  **  We  poor  wretches 
cannot  drive  away  the  flies,  much  less  devils/' 

But  then  as  to  the  manner  of  dieir  conjurations  and  ezor- 
oisms ;  this  we  say.  If  these  things  come  from  God,  let  them 
show  their  warranty,  and  their  books  of  precedents:  if  they 
come  not  from  God,  they  are  like  the  enchantments  of  Ba» 
laam,  the  old  heathens,  and  the  modern  magicians,  that  their 
original  is  soon  discovered. 

But  yet  from  what  principle  it  comes,  that,  they  have 
made  exorcists  an  ecclesiastical  order,  with  special  words 
and  instruments  of  collation;  and  that  the  words  of  ordina- 
tion giving  them  power  only  over  possessed  Christians^  ca- 
techumens or  bap^iaed,  should  by  them  be  extended  and 
exercised  upon  all  infants,  as  if  they  were  all  possessed  by 
lihe  devil ;  and  not  only  so,  but  to  bewitched  cattle,  to  mice 
and  locusts,  to  milk  and  lettuce,  to  houses  and  tempests; 
as  if  their  charms  were  Prophylactic,  as  well  as  Therapeutic ; 
and  could  keep,  as  well  as  drive  the  devil  out,  and  prevent 
storms  like  the  old  x<*^^^'«m(>  of  whom  Seneca'^  makes 
mention:  of  these  things  we  cannot  guess  at  any  probable 
principle,  except  they  have  derived  them  from  the  Jewish 
Cabala,  or  the  exorcisnis,  which  it  is  said  Solomon  used, 
when  he  had  consented  to  idolatry. 

But  these  things  are  so  unlike  the  wisdom  and  simfdidty^ 
the  purity  and  spirituality  of  Christian  devotiob ;  are  soper* 
fectly  of  their  own  devising,  and  wild  imagination ;  are  so 
full  of  dirty  superstitions,  and  ignorant  fanci^,  that  there 
are  not  in  the  world  many  things,  whose  suffiirance'  and 
practice  can  more  destroy  the  beauty  of  holiness,  or  reproach 
a  church,  or  society  of  Christians. 

f  In  ilia  verba,  [Qal  ercdit  id  me,  majora  faciet.] 
^  Qnes.  Mat.  lib.  iv.  c.  6.  Rshkopf.  vol.  v.  p.  j|54. 
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To  put  our  trust  and  confidence  in  God  only,  and  to  use 
mintsteries  of  his  own  appointment  and  sanctification,  is  so 
essential  a  duty  owing  by  us  to  Ood^  that  whoever  trusts  in 
any  thing  but  Ood,  is  a  breaker  of  the  first  commandment; 
and  he  that  inrents  instrumental  supports  of  hia  own  headi, 
and  puts  a  subordinate  ministerial  con6dence.  in  them/  usurps 
the  rights  of  God,  and  does  not  pursue  the  interests  of  true 
religion,  whose  very  essence  and  formality  i6  to  glorify  God 
hi  all  his  attributes,  and  to  do  good  to  man,  and  to  advance 
die  honour  and  kingdom  of  Christ.    Now  how  greatly  the 
church  of  Rome  prevaricates  in  this  great  soul  of  religion; 
appears  by  loo  evident  and  notorious  demonstration:  for  she 
bath  invented  Mcramentals  of  her  own,  without  a  Divine 
warranty  An  yaf,  T§f)  rm  dn^y  nei  aylm  Tnf  m^r$u(  fAUffvnn^imv^ 
fM.ni^  ri  ruxof  avtv  rBv  ^timv  mofmii^ff^eu  y^Q$t  sdid  SL  Cyril% 
^>  Concerning  the  holy  and  Divine  mysteries  of  faith  or  reli*- 
gion>  we  oaght  to  do  nothing  by  chance,  or  of  our  own 
heads,  nothing  without  the  authority  of  the  Divine  Scrip- 
tures:" but  the  church  of  Rome  does  otherwise;  invents 
things  of  her  own,  and  imputes  spiritual  effects  to  these 
sacrameritals ;  and  promises  not  only  temporal  blessings,  and 
immunities,  and  benedictions,  but  the  collation  or  increment 
of  spiritual  graces,  and  remission  of  venial  sins,  and  allevia- 
tion of  pains  due  to  mortal  sins,  to  them  who  shall  trse  these 
•acramentals :  which  because  God  did  not  institute,  and  did 
not  sanctify,  th^y  ude  them  \vithout  faith,  and  rely  upon 
them  witboirt  a  piromise,  and  make  themselves  the  fountains 
of  these  graces,  and  produce  tonfidenoed,  whose  last  resort 
is  not  upon  God,  who  neither  was  the  author,  nor  is  an 
approver  of  them.  ,  . 

'  Of  this  nature^  ai%  hely  water,  the  padoblilr  wax,  oil, 
palm-boughs,  holy  br^ad  (not  eucfaaristical),  Agnus  Dei's, 
Aiedals,  swords,  l)ells,  and  roses  hallowed  upon  the  Sunday 
called  '  Ldetare  Jerusalem ;'  ^uch'  as  Pdpe  Pius  II.  sent  to 
James  II.  of  Scotlaiid,  and  Stxtus  Quintus  to  the  Prince  of 

•  Cyril.  Uieroi.  Gfetedi.  4< 

^  Bellann.  de  eoltu  Sanct.  lib.  iii.  c  7.  sect.  Seciinda  propositio,  ct  sect. 
Second,  ad  deletionem. 
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Parma:  conceroing  which,  their  doctrine  is  this,  that  the 
blood  of  Christ  is  by  these  applied  unto  us,  that  they  do 
not  only  signiry,  but  produce  spiritual  effects,  that  they 
blot  out  ?enial  sins,  that  they  driTe  away  devils,  that  they 
cure  diseases,  and  that  though  these  things  do  not  operate 
infallibly,  as  do  the  sacraments,  and  that  Ood  hath  made 
uo  express  oovenant  concerning  them,  yet  by  the  devotion 
.of  them  that  use  them,  and  the  prayers  of  the  church,  they 
do  preyail. 

Now  though  it  be  easy  to  say,  and  it  is  notoriously  true 
in  theology,  that  the  prayers  of  the  church  can  never  prevail, 
but  according  to  the  grace  which  God  hath  promised ;  and 
either  can  only  procure  a  blessing  upon  natural  thinga,  in 
order  to  their  natural  effects ;  or  else  an  extraordinary  supeiw 
natural  effect,  by  virtue  of  a  Divine  promise ;  and  that  these 
things  are  pretended  to  work  beyond  their  natural  force, 
und  yet  Ood .  hath  not  promised  to  them  a  supernatural 
blessiag,  as  themsdves  confess;  yet  besides  the  falseness 
of  the  doctrine,  on  which  these  superstitions  do  rdy,  it  is 
also  as  evident,  that  these  instrumentalities  produce  an 
affiance  and  confidence  in  the  creature,  and  estrange  men's 
hearts  from  the  true  religion  and  trust  in  God,  while  they 
think  themselves  blessed  in  their  own  inventions,  and  in 
digging  to  themselves  cisterns  of  their  own,  and  leaving 
the  fountain  of  blessing  and  eternal  life. 

To  this  purpose  the  Roman  priests  abuse  the  pe<^le  with 
romantic  stories  out  of  the  Dialogues  of  St.  Gregory,  and 
Venerable  Bede ;  making  them  believe,  that  St.  Fortunatna 
cured  a  man's  broken  thigh  with  holy  water,  and  that  St. 
Malaehias,  the  bishop  of  Down  and  Connor,  cured  a  mad- 
man  with  the  same  medicine ;  and  that  St*  Hilarion  cured 
many  sick  persons  with  holy  bread  and  oil  (which  indeed  ia 
the  most  likely  of  them  all,  as  being  good  food,  and  good 
medicine) ;  and  although  not  so  much  as  a  chicken  is  now«a- 
days  cured  of  the  pip  by  holy  water,  yet  upon  all  occasions 
they  use  it,  and  the  common  people  throw  it  upon  children's 
cradles,  and  sick  cows'  horns,  and  upon  them  that  are 
blasted ;  and  if  they  recover  by  any  means,  it  is  ifnputed 
to  the  holy  water:  and  so  the  simpUcity  of  Christian  re- 
ligion, the  glory  of  our  dependence  on  God,  the  wise  order 
and  economy  of  blessings  in  the  Gospel,  the  sacredness  and 
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mysteriodsnesB  of  sacraments  and  Diyine  institutions^  uf^ 
disordered  and  dishonoured :  the  bishops  and  priests  invent-* 
ing  both  the  word  and  the.element»  institute  a  kind  of  sacra* 
ment,  in  great  derogation  to  the  supreme  prerogative  of 
Christ;  and  men  are  taught  to  go  in  ways  which  superstition, 
hath  invented,  and  interest  does  support 

But  there  is  yet  one  great  instance  more  of  this  irreligion. 
Upon  the  sacraments  themselves  they  are  taught  to  rely^ 
with  so  little  of  moral  and  virtuous  dispositions^  that  the 
efficacy  of  one  is  made  to  lessen  the  necessity  of  the  othjsr  ; 
and  the  sacraments  are  taught  to  be  so  effectual  by  an. 
inherent  virtue^  that  they  are  not  so  much  made  the  instaru- 
ments  of  virtue,  as  the  suppletory ;  not  so  much  to  increase, 
as  to  make  amends  for  the  want  of  grace:  on  which  we, 
shall  not  now  insist,  becausfe  it  is  sufficiently  remark^  in. 
our  reproof  of  the  Roman  doctrines,  in  the  matter  of  re-: 
pentance. 


SECTION  XL 

Aftbb  all  this,  if  their  doctrines^  as  they  are  explicated^ 
by  their  praotice,  and  the  commentaries  of  their  greatest 
doctors,  do  make  their  diseipleagmhy  of  idolatry,  there  ia^not 
any  thing  greater  to  deter  men  ib[>mthem*  than  thatdpmg^rtO' 
theii;  souls. which  is  imminent  over  them,  upon  that  aocoont.  • 

Their  worshipping  of  images  we  hafve  already  reproved^ 
upqn  the  account  of  its  novelty  and  innovation  in  Christian' 
religioii.  But  that  it  is  against  good  life,  a  direct  breach'  ofl 
th^  second  commandment,  an  act  ofidoktry^  as  much  as  the* 
heathensi  tbemselTes  were  guilty  of,  in  relation  to  the^  secondi 
commandment*  ia  bat  too  evident  by  the  doctrines^  of  their, 
own.  leaders. 

For  if  to  give  Divine  honour  to  a  creature  be  idolatry^ 
then  the  doctora  of  the  duii^h  .of  Rome  teaoh  their  people* 
to  Goomiti  idblstryc  fer  they  affism,  A^t  the  same  worsUp' 
whipb  is  given  to  the  prototype  or  j>mDcipal,  the  same  is 
to  be  giyen  to  the.  i^age.  of  it.  As.  we  worahj|p  the  hply^ 
Trinity,  and  Christ,  so  we  may  worship  the  images  of  the 
Trinity,  and  of  Chrii|t  \  t^^t  is,  with  '  Latria,'  or  '  Divine 

VOL.  X.  R 
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honoar/  This  is  the  conslaftt  sentence  of  the  divines ; 
^  The  image  is  to  be  worshipped  with  die  same  honour  and 
worship,  with  which  we  worship  those  whose  image  it  is," 
■aid  Azorias,  their  great  master  of  casuistical  theology. 
And  this  is  the  doctrine  of  their  great  St.  Thomas  %  of 
Alexander  of  Ales,  Bonaventure,  Albertus,  Bichardus,  Ca- 
preolus,  Ciijetan,  Coster,  Valentia,  Vasque*,  the  Jesuits  of 
Cologne,  Triers,  and  Mentz,  approving  Coster^s  opinion. 

Neither  can  this  be  eluded  by  saying,  that  though  the 
aame  wotship  be  given  to  the  image  of  Christ,  as  to  Christ 
himself,  yet  it  i^  not  done  in  the  same  way ;  for  it  is  termi- 
natively  to  Christ  or  God,  but  relatively  to  the  image,  that 
is,  to  the  image  for  God's  or  Christ's  sake.    For  this  is 
that  we  complain   of,  that  they  give    the   same  worship 
to  an  image,  which  is  due  to  God ;  for  what  cause  soever 
it  be  done,  it  matters  not,  save  only  that  the  excuse  makes 
it,  in  some  sense,  the  worse  for  the  apology.    For,  to  do 
a  thing  which  God  hath  forbidden,  and  to  say  it  is  done 
for  God's  sake,  is  to  say,  that  for  his  sake  we  displease 
him ;  for  his  sake  we  give  that  to  a  creature,  which  is  God's 
own  propriety.     But  besides  this,  we  affirm,  and  it  is  of 
itself  evident,  that  whoever,  Christian  or  heathen,  worships 
the  image  of  any  thing,  cannot  possibly  worship  that  image 
terminatively,  for  the  very  being  of  an  image  is  relative;  and, 
therefore,  if  the  man  understands  but  common  sense,  he 
must  suppose  and  intend  that  worship  to  be  relative,  and 
a  heallien  could  not  worship  an  image  with  any  other  wor- 
ship ;  and  the  second  commandment,  fbrindding  to  worship 
the  ''  likeness  of  any  thing  in  heaven  or  earth,''  does  only 
forbid  that  thing  which  is  in  heaven  to  be  worshipped  by 
an  image,  that  is,  it  forbids  only  a  relative  worship:  for 
it  is  a  contradiction  to  say,  this  is  the  image  of  God,  and 
yet  this  is  God;  and,  therefore,  it  must  be  also  a  contra* 
diction,  to  worship  an  image  with  Divine  worship  termi* 
natively ;  for  then  it  must  be,  that  the  image  of  a  thing  is 
that  thing  whoee  image  it  is.    And,  therefore,  these  doctors 
teach  the  same  thing,  which  they  condemn  in  the  heathens. 
But  they  go  yet  a  little  further:  the  image  of  the  croes 
they  worship  with  Divine  honour ;  and,  therefore,  although 

*  Inttit  Moral,  par,  1.  lib.  is.  c.  6. 
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this  Divine  worship  is  but  relative,  yet.  conseqaentlyy  the 
cross  itself  is  worshipped  terminatively  by.  Divine  adoration. 
For  the  image  of  the  oross.hath  it  relatively,  and  for  the 
cross's  sake ;  therefore  the  cross  itself  is  the  proper  and  Adl 
object  of  the  Divine  adoration.    Now  that  they  do  and 
teach  thisy  we  charge  upon  them  by  undeniable  records : 
for  in  the  very  *  Pontifical/  published  by  the  authority  of 
pope  Clement  the  VIIIth|  these  words  are  found,  **  The 
legate's  cross  must  be  on  the  right  hand,  because  latria, 
or  Divine  honour,  is  due  to  itb."    And  if  Divine  honour 
relative  be  due  to  the  legate's  cross,  which  is  but  the  image 
of  Christ's  cross,  then  this  Divme  worship  is  tenninated 
on  Christ's  cross,  which  is  certainly  but  a  mere  creature. 
To  this  purpose  are  the  words  of  Almain,   ''  The  images 
of  the  Trinity,  and  of  the  cross,  are  to  be  adored  with 
the  worship  of  latria ;"  that  is,  '  Divine/    Now  if  the  image 
of  the  cross  be  the  intermedial,  then  the  cross  itself,  whose 
image  that  is,  must  be  the  last  object  of  this  Divine  worship; 
and  if  this  be  not  idolatry,  it  can  never  be  told,  what  is  the 
notion  of  the  word,     ^t  this  passes  also  into  other  real 
effects :  and  well  may  the  cross  itself  be  worshipped  by  Divine 
worship,  when  the  church  places  her  hopes  of  salvation  on  the 
cross;  for  so  she  does,  says  Aquinas,  and  makes  one  the 
argument  of  the  other,  and  proves  that  the  church  places 
her  hopes  of  salvation  on  the  cross,  that  is,  on  the  instru- 
ment of  Christ's  passion,  by  a  hymn  which  she  uses  in 
her  offices ;  but  this  thing  we  have  remarked  above,  upon 
another  occasion.    Now  although  things  are  brought  to  a 
very  ill  state,  when  Christians  are  so  probably  and  appar 
rently  charged  with  idolatry,  and  that  the  excuses  are  too 
fine  to  be  understood  by  them  that  need  them;  yet  no 
excuse  can  acquit  these  things,  whto  the  most  that  is,  or 
can  be  said,  is  this,  that  although  that  which  is  Qod's 
due,  is  given  to  a  creature ;  yet  it  is  given  with  some  differ- 
ence of  intention,  and  metaphysical  abstraction,  and  sepa* 
ration ;  especially,  since,  if  there  can  be  idolatry  in  the  wor« 
shipping  of  an  image,  it  is  certain,  that  a  relative  Divine 
worship  is  this  idolatry ;  for  no  man  that  worships  an  image 

^  Edit.  Roman,  p.  672.  . 
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(in  that  oonsidamtion  or  formality)  can  make  the  image  the 
hat  object:  either,  therefore,  the  beathena were  not idolatera 
in  the  worahipping  of  an  image,  or  elae  theae  men  are.  The 
heafhena  did  indeed  infinitely  more  violate  the  first  cobit 
mandment ;  bot  againat  the  aeeond*  pradaely  and  aeparately 
from  the  firat^  the  tranagreaaion  ia  alike. 

The  aame  alao  is  the  caae  in  their  worahipping  the  conse- 
crated bread  and  wine :  of  which  how  for  they  will  be  ex- 
coaed  before  Ood,  by  their  ignorant  pretenaiona  and  sup- 
poaitiona,  we  know  not ;  but  they  hope  to  aave  themaelvea 
hannleaa  by  saying,  that  they  believe  the  bread  to  be  their 
Sayionr,  and  that  if  they  did  not  believe  ao,  they  would  not 
do  ao.  We  bdieve  that  they  aay  true ;  but  we  are  afraid 
that  thia  will  no  more  excuse  them,  than  it  will  excuse  thoae 
who  worship  the  sun  and  moon«  and  the  queen  of  heaven, 
whom  they  would  not  worship,  if  they  did  not  believe  them 
to  have  divinity  in  them :  and  it  may  be  obawved,  that  they 
are  yery  fond  of  that  persuasion*  by  which  they  are  led  into 
this  worship.  The  error  might  be  aome  excuse,  if  it  were 
probable,  or  if  there  were  much  temptation  to  it :  but  whei» 
they  choose  this  persuasion,  and  have  nothing  for  it  but  a 
tropical  expression  of  Scripture,  which  rather  than  not  be- 
lieve in  the  natural,  uaeleaa,  and  impoesiUe  aenae,  they  will 
defy  all  their  own  reason,  and  four  of  the  five  opemtiona  of 
their  soul,  seeing,  amelling»  taating,  and  feeling,—  and  con* 
tradict  the  plain  doctrine  of  the  ancient  churchy  before  they 
can  conaent  to  believe  thia  error,  that  bread  ia  changed  into 
God,  and  the  piieat  can  make  hia  maker :  we  have  too  much 
cause  to  fear,  that  the  error  ia  too  groas  to  admit  an  excuae ; 
and  it  ia  hard  to  auppoae  it  invincible  and  ioivoluntary,  be* 
cauae  it  ia  ao  hard,  and  ao  ontempting,  and  so  annetura) 
to  admit  the  error.  We  do  deaire  that  Ood  me.y  find  an 
excuae  for  it,  and  that  they  would  not.  But  this  we  iSie 
moat  sure  of,  that  they  might,  if  they  pleased,  find  many 
exottsea,  or  rather  juat  oanaea,  for  not  giving  Divine  honour 
to  the  consecrated  elements;  because  there  are  so  many 
contiiigenoiea  in  the  whole,  conduct .  of  this  afiair,  and  we 
are  ao  uncertain  of  the  priest'a  intention,  and  we  can  never 
be  made  certain,  that  there  is  not  in  the  whole  order  of 
causes  any  invalidity  in  the  consecration ;  and  it  is  so  impos- 
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ftiUe  that  any  man  should  be  sure  that  '  bete,*  and  « now/ 
and  '  this'  bread  is  tnoisubat^tiatedi  and  is  jnealiy  the 
natural  body  of  Christ;  that  it  were  fit  to  omit  thegirfawr 
God's  dae  to  that  wbiob  they  do  not  know  to.  be  any  thing 
1>ut  a  piece  of  bread,  and  it  cannot  consist  with  holiness^ 
and  our  duty  to  Godi  certainly  tp  give  Divine  worship  to 
that  thing,  whiqh  though  their  doctrine  were  true,  they 
cannot  know  certainly  to  have  a  Divine  Beings. 


SECTION  XU. 


And  now  we  shall  plainly  represent  to  our  charges,  how 
this  whole  matter  stands.  The  case  is  this,  the  religion  of 
a  Christian  consists  in  faith  and  hope^  repentance  and 
charity.  Divine  worship  and  celebration  of  the  sacraments, 
and  finally  in  keeping  the  commandments  of  God*  Now 
in  aU  these,  both  in  doctrines  and  practices,  the  church  of 
Rome  does  dangerously  err,  and  teaches  men  so  to  do. 

They  do  injury  to  faith*  by  creating  new  articles,  and 
enjoining  them  as  of  necessity  to  salvation.  They  spoil 
their  hope,  by  placing  it  upon  creatures,  and  devices  of 
their  own.  They  greatly  sin  against  charity,  by  damning 
all  that  are  not  of  their  opinion,  in  things  false  or  un- 
certain, right  or  wrong.  They  break  in  pieces  the  salutary 
doctrine  of  repentance,  making  it  to  be  consistent  with  a 
wicked  life,,  and  little  or.no  amendment.  They  worship  they 
know  not  what,  and  pray  to  them  that  hear  them  not,  and 
trust  on  that  which  helps  them  not.  And  ^  for  the  coq»- 
in^dmepts,  they  leave  one  of  them  out  of  their  catechisms 
ai;id  pDianuals;  and  while  they  contend  earnestly  against.some 
opponents  for  the  possibility  of  keeping  them  al),  they  do 
not  insist  upon  the  necessity  of  keeping  any  in  the  course  of 

«  Nemioi  potest  per  fidem  coostsre  se  reeepitte  vel  anioimttm  Mcm- 
meotnm.  Ettqne  hoc  its  certoin  ex  fide,  ac  clarom  est  nos  vWere.  NolU 
est  Yim,  qna,  citim  rcvelatioiiem,  nosse  possmnns  ioteotionem  ministnuitisyvel 
evidenter,  vel  ecrtd  ex  fide.    Andreas  Vegs,  lib.  ix.  de  justific.  c.  17.— 

Noa  potest  qnis  esse  cartas,  certitodine  fidei,  se  percipere  vemm  sacra- 
Mentam:  cam  sacramentam  sioe  intentione  ministri  non  eonficiaCnr,  et 
iatcotioiicfli  altcrins  nemo  videre  potest.    Bellar.  lib.  iU.  c.  8.  sect.  Dtcent. 
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their  lives,  till  the  danger  or  article  of  their  death.  And 
Gonceming  the  Bacraments,  they  have  egregiously  prevari- 
cated in  two  points.  For  not  to  mention  their  reckoning 
of  seven  sacraments,  which  we  only  reckon  to  be  an  un- 
necessary, and  unscholastical  error ;  they  take  the  one  half 
of  the  principal  away  frpm  the  laity ;  and  they  institute  little 
sacraments  of  their  own ;  they  invent  rites,  and  annex  spin- 
taal  graces  to  them,  what  they  please  themselves,  of  their 
own  head,  without  a  Divine  warrant  or  institution :  and,  at 
last  persuade  their  people  to  that  which  can  never  be  ex- 
cused, at  least,  from  material  idolatry. 

If  these  things  can  consist  with  the  duty  of  Christians, 
not  only  to  eat  what  they  worship,  but  to  adore  those  things 
vrith  Divine  worship,  which  are  not  God;  to  reconcile  a 
vricked  life  with  certain  hopes  and  expectations  of  heaven 
at  last,  and  to  place  these  hopes  upon  other  things  than 
Ood,  and  to  damn  all  the  world  that  are  npt  Christians  at 
this  rate :  then  we  have  lost  the  true  measures  of  Chris- 
tianity ;  and  the  doctrine  and  discipline  of  Christ  is  not  a 
patural  and  rational  religion  :  not  a  religion  that  makes  men 
holy,  but  a  confederacy  under  the  conduct  of  a  sect,  and 
it  must  rest  in  forms  and  ceremonies,  and  deyices  of  man^ 
invention.  And  although  we  do  not  doubt,  but  that  the 
goodness  of  God  does  so  prevail  over  alt  the  follies  and  n^alice 
of  mankind,  that  there  are,  in  the  Roman  communion,  many 
very  good  Christians;  yet  they  are  not  such,  as  they  are 
papists,  but  by  something  that  is  higher,  and  before  that, 
soinething  that  is  of  an  abstract  or  'more  sublime  consider- 
ation. And  though  the  good  people  amongst  them  are  what 
they  are  by  the  grace  and  goodness  of  God,  yet  by  all  or 
any  of  these  opinions  they  are  not  so :  but  the  very  best 
suffer  diminution,  and  allay  by  these  things ;  and  very  many 
more  are  wholly  subverted  and  destroyed. 
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CHAPTER  III. 

The  Church  of  Rome  teaches  Doctrines,  which  in  many  Things 
are  destructive  of  Christian  Society  in  general,  and  of 
Monarchy  in  special:  both  which,  the  Religion  of  the 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland  does,  by  her  Doctrines^ 
greatly  and  christianly  support. 

SECTION  I. 

That  in  the  church  of  Romei  it  is  puhlidy  taught  by  their 
greatest  doctors,  that  it  is  lawful  to  lie,  or  deceive  the  ques-: 
tion  of  the  magistrate,  to  conceal  their  name,  and  to  tell  i^ 
false  one,  to  elude  all  examinations,  and  make  them  insig- 
nificant and  toothless,  cannot  be  doubted  by  any  man  that 
knows  how  the  English  priests  have  behaved  themselves 
in  the  times  of  queen  Elizabeth,  king  James,  and  the  blessed 
martyr  king  Charles  L  Emonerius  wrote  in  defence  of  it} 
and  father  Barnes,  who  wrote  a  book  against  lying  and  eqm* 
vocating,  was  suspected  for  a  heretic,  and  smarted  severely 
under  their  hands. 

<<  To  him  that  asks  you  again  for  what  you  have  paid 
him  already,  you  may  safely  say.  You  never  had  any  thing 
of  him^  meaning  so  as  to  owe  it  him  now :"  it  is  the  doctrine 
of  Emanuel  Sk  and  Sanchez; — which  we  understand  to  be 
a  great  lie,  and  a  great  sin,  it  being  at  the  best  a  deceiving 
of  the  law,  that  you  be  not  deceived  by  your  creditor ;  that 
is,  a  doing  evil  to  prevent  one ;  a  sin,  to  prevent  the  losing 
of  your  money. 

4f  a  man  asks  bis  wife  if  she  be  an  adakeress,  though  she 
be,  yet  she  may  say,  <  she  is  not,'  if  in  her  n^ind  secretly  she 
say,  ''not  with  a  purpose  to  tell  you:*^  so  cardinal  Tolet 
teaches*.  And  if  a  man  swears  he  will  take  such  a  one 
to  his  wife,  being  compelled  to  swear;  he  may  secretly  mean, 
'  if  hereafter  she  do  please  me.'  And  if  a  man  swears  to 
a  thief  that  he  will  give  him  twenty  crowns,  he  may  secretty 
say,  '  If  I  please  to  do  so ;'  and  then  he  is  not  bound.  And 
of  Uiis  doctrine  Vasquez  ^  brags,  as  of  a  rare,  though  new 

•  iMtmet.  Saeerd.  lib.  iv.  c.  tl.  c.  SS. 
^  In  3  toim  4.  qn.  99.  artt  5.  dab.  13. 
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invention,  nying,  it  is  gathered  out  of  St  Austin,  and 
Thomas  Aquinas,  who  only  found  out  the  way  of  saying 
nothing  in  such  cases  and  questions,  asked  by  judges ;  but 
this  invention  was  drawn  out  by  assiduous  disputations.  He 
that  promises  to  say  an  Ave  Mary,  and  swears  he  will,  or 
vows  to  do  it,  yet  sins  not  mortally,  though  he  does  not 
do  it,  said  the  great  Navar*^,  and  others  whom  he  follows. 
There  is  yet  a  further  degree  of  this  iniquity ;  not  only  in 
words,  but  in  real  actions,  it  is  lawful  to  deceive  or  rob  your 
brother,  when  to  do  so  is  necessary  for  the  preservation  of 
jour  fame:  for  no  man  is  bound  to  restore  stolen  goods, 
.that  is,  to  cease  from  doing  injury,  with  the  peril  of  his 
credit,  80  Na?ar,  and  cardinal  Cajetan  and  Tdet*  teaches ; 
who  adds  also,  ''  Hoc  multi  dicunt,  quorum  sententiam 
potest  quis  tut&  cooscienti&  sequi :''  *'  Many  say  the  same 
thing;  whose  doctrine  any  man  may  follow  with  a  safe 
conscience/'  Nay,  ''  to  save  a  num's  credit,  an  honest  man, 
that  is  ashamed  to  beg,  may  sleal  what  is  necessary  for  him^" 
says  Diana. 

Now,  by  these  doctrines*,  a  man  is  taught  how  to  be  an 
honest  thief,  and  to  keep  what  he  is  bound  to  restore ;  and 
by  these  we  may  not  only  deceive  our  brother,  but  the  law,— 
4nd  not  only  the  law,  but  God  ako^  even  with  an  oath,  if  the 
inatter  be  but  small :  it  never  makes  God  angiy  with  you,  or 
puts  you  out  of  the  state  of  grace.  But  if  the  matter  be 
great,  yet  to  prevent  a  great  trouble  to  yourself,  you  may 
conceal  a  truth,  by  saying  that*  which  is  iSeJse,  according  to 
the  general  doctrine  of  the  late  casuists.  So  that  a  man  is 
bound  to  keep  truth  and  honesty,  when  it  is  for  his  tucn,  but 
not  ^  if  it  be  to  his  own  hindrance ;''  and,  therefore,  David 
was  .not  in  the  rights  but  was  something  too  nice,  in  the  reso- 
lution of  the  like  case,  in  the  fifteenth  psahn.  Now  alUiough 
that  we  do  i^t  affirm,  that  these  particulars  are  the  doctrine 
of  the  whole  church  of  Rome,  because  little  things,  and  of 
this  natural  never  are  considered  in  their  puUic  articles  of 
confession;  yet  a  man  may  do  these  vile  things  (for  so  we 
understand  them  tobeX  and  find  justifications  and  warranty, 
wd  shall  not  be  afirighted  with  the  terrors  of  damnation^  nor 

<  Manual,  c.  18.  a.  7.  ^  Apod  Tolet,  iattnict*  Saqerd.  lib.  v.  c.  S- 

•  In  Compcnd.'p.  335*  Uigdasl,  A.D.  1641* 
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the*  hnponfioiii  of  penanees :  he  may,,  for  aUtheee  thhige,  be 
a  good  cadiolic,  though,  it  may  be,  not  a  Tory  good  Christiaa. 
-But  aiaee  these  things  afe  affirmed  by  so  many,  the  opinion 
is  probable,  and  the  ''  practice  safe/^  saith  cardinal  Tolet^ 

But  we  shall  instaoM^  in  things  of  move  public  ooncem 
and  oatholic  authority.  No  contracts,  leagues,  societies, 
promises^  tows,  or  oadis,  are  a  sufficient  seeuiity  to  him  that 
deals  with  one  of  the  church  of  Rome,  if  he  shall  please  to 
make  use  of  that  liberty,  which  may,  and  many  times  is,  and 
always  can  be  granted  to  him.  For,  first,  it  is  affirmed,  and 
was  practised  by  a  whole  council  of  bishops  at  Constance, 
that  fiuth  is  not  to  be  kept  with  hereties ;  and  Jolm  Huss  and 
Jersme  of  Prague,  and  Savanarola,  felt  the  mischief  of  yiola- 
tton  of  public  ftuth ;  and  the  same  thing  was  disputed  fiercely 
at  Worms,  in  the  case  of  Lather,  to  whom  Ceaaar  had  given  a 
aafe  conduct,  and  rery  many  would  hare  had  it  to  be  bioken ; 
•but  Oassaf  was  a  better  Christian  than  the  ecclesiastics  and 
their  party,  and  more  a  gentleman.  But  that  no  scrupulous 
princes  may  keep  dieir  words  any  more  in  such  cases,  or 
think  themselves  tied  to  perform  their  safe  conducts  given  to 
heretics,  there  is  a  way  found  out  by  a  new  catholic  doctrine; 
-Becanufr  shall  speak  fliis  point  instead  of  the  rest* :  "  There 
■are  two  distinct  tribunals,  and  the  ecclesiastical  is  the  supe- 
rior; and,  therefore,  if  a  secular  prince  gives  his  subjects 
a  safe  conduct,  be*  cannot  extend  it  to  the  superior  tribunal ; 
nor,  by  any  secnrity  given,  hinder  Uie  bishop  or  the  pope  to 
exercise  their  jurisdiction :"  and  upon  the  account  of  this  or 
•the  like  doctrine,  the  pope  and  the  odier  ecclesiastics  did 
'Prevail  at  Constance,  for  the  burning  of  <heir  prisoners,  to 
whom  safe  conduct  had  been  granted.  But  these  things  are 
silfficiently  known  by  the  complaints  of  the  injured  persons. 

Bui  not  only  to  heretics,  but  to  our  friends  also,  we  may 
breiak  our  pr<ymisea,  if  the  pope  give  us  leave.  It  is  a  public 
and  an  avowed  doctrine,  that  if  a  man  have  taken  an  oath  of 
a  tibing  lawful  and  honest,  andin  his  power^  yet  if  it  hinders 
himfrom  doing  a  greater  good,  the  pope  can  dispense  widi 
his  oath,  and  •  take  ofi^  the  obligation.  This  is  expressly 
affirmed  by  one  of  the  most  moderate  of  them,  Canus  ^, 
bishop  of  the  Canaries.     But  beyond  dispute,  and  eveq 

'  Ubi  sapnu  t  Tbeoi.  Schola.  ^  RclecU  de  PttDilcnl, 
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without  a  dispenBatton,  they  all  of  them  own  it,  that  if  a  man 
bare  promised  to  a  woman  to  many  her,  and  is  betrothed  to 
her^  and  hath  sworn  it,  yet  if  he  will»  before  the  consummap 
tion,  enter  into  a  monastery,  his  oath  shall  not  bind  him,  his 
promise  is  null;  but  his  second  promise,  that  shall  stand. 
And  he  that  denies  this,  is  aocursed  by  the  council  of  Trent'. 

Not  only  husbands  and  wives  espoused  may  break  their 
TOWS  and  mutual  obligation,  against  the  will  of  one  another, 
but,  in  the  church  of  Rome,  children  have  leave  given  them 
to  disobey  their  parents,  so  they  vrill  but  turn  friars;  and 
this  they  might  do,  giris  at  twelve,  and:  boys  at  the  age  of 
fourteen  years ;  but  ^  council  of  Trent  enlarged  it  to  six- 
teen :  but  the  thing  was  taught  and  decreed  by  pope  Clonent 
IIL,  and  Thomas  Aquinas  did  so^  and  then  it  was  made 
lawful  by  him  and  his  scholars,  though  it  was  expressly 
*  against  die  doctrine  and  laws  of  the  preceding  ages  of  the 
church,  as  appears  in  the  capitulars  of  Charles  the  Great. 
But  thus  did  the  Pliarisees  teach  their  children  to  cry 
'  owban,'  and  neglect  their  parents ;  to  pretend  religion,  in 
prejudice  of  filial  piety.  In  this  particular,  iErodi|»«  a 
French  lawyer,  an  excellently  le$umed  man,  suffer^  sadly  by 
the  loss,  and  forcing  of  a  hopefyl  son  from  him,  and  he  com- 
plained most  excellently  in  a  book  written  on  purpose  upon 
this  subject. 

'But  these  mischiefs  are  doctrinal,  and  accounted  lawful: 
but  in  the  matter  of  marriages  and  contracts,  promises  and 
TOWS,  where  a  doctrine  fails,  it  cfn  be  supplied  by  the  pope^s 
power ;  which  thing  is  avowed  and  owned  without  a  cover : 
for  when  pope  Clement  V. '  condemned  the  order  of  knights 
templars,  he  disowhed  any  justice  or  right  in  doing  it,  but 
stuck  to  his  power:  ''  Quanquam  de  jure  non  posiumus^ 
tamen,  ex  [denitudine  potestatis,  dictum  ordinem  repro- 
bamus ;"  that  is,  **  Though  by  r^bt  we  cannot  do  it,  yet  by 
the  fulness  of  power  we  condemn  the  said  order:"  for  he  can 
-dispense  always,  and  in  all  things  where  there  is  cause,  and  in 
many  things  where  there  is  no  cause;  '  sed  sub  majori 
pretio,'  *  under  a  greater  price,'  said  the  tax  of  the  datary,' 


I  Sess.  8.  tan,  5. 

^  Cap.  earn  virmn  de  regsltribiis.  Aqnin.  t.  «.  q.  88.  tft.  9.  Lib.  L  c  101« 
■  Thorn.  WmUingbiiu. 
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wiiere  the  price  of  the  several  dispensatioaB,  even  in  '  caa8& 
turpi,'  'in  base  and  filthy  causes/  are  set  down. 

Intrant!  nqiniiio,  quasi  qnodam  principe  summo, 
Exiilinnt  valvae,  nihil  auditur  nisi  *  salve  */ 

Nay,  the  pope  can  dispense  '  supra  jus,  contra  jus/ 
'  above  law,  and  against  law  and  right/  said  Mosconius,  in 
his  book^  of  '  The  Majesty  of  the  Militant  Church :'  for  '  the 
pope's'  tribunal  and  Ood*s  is  but  one;  and,  therefore,  eyery 
reasonable  creature  is  subject  to  the  pope's  empire/  said  the 
same  author  ".  And  what  dispensations  he  usually  gives,  we 
are  bdst  informed  by  a  gloss  of  their  own  upon  the  canon 
law,  **  Nota  inirabile,  quod  cum  eo  qui  peccat  dispensatur ; 
cum  illo  autem  qui  non  peccat,  non  dispensatur :"  ''  It  is  a 
wonderful  thmg  thiat  they  should  dispense  with  a  fornicator, 
but  not  with  him  who  marries  after  the  death  of  his  firet 
wife."  They  give  divorces  for  marriages  in  the  fourth 
degree,  and  give  dispensation  to  marry  in  the  second.  These 
things  are  a  sufficient  charge,  and  yet  evidently  so,  and 
publicly  owned. 

We  need  not  aggravate  this  matter,  by  what  Panormitan® 
and  others  do  say,  that  the  pope  hath  power  to  dispense  in 
all  the  laws  of  God,  except  the  articles  of  faith ;  and  how 
much  of  this  they  own  and  practise,  needs  no  greater  instance* 
than  that  whicl^  Vobterran  tells  of  pope  Innocent  VIII.,  that 
he  gave  the  Norwegians  a  dispensation,  not  only  to  commu- 
nicate, but  to  consecrate  in  bread  only. 

As  the  pope,  by  his  dispensations,  undertakes  to  dissolve 
the  ordinances  of  God,  so  also  the  most  solemn  contracts  of 
men :  of  which  a  yery  great  instance  was  given  by  pope 
Clement  VII.,  who  dispensed  with  the  oath  which  Francis  L 
of  France  solemnly  swore  to  Charles  V.,  emperor,  after  the 
battle  of  Pavy,  ail^d  g^ve  him  leave  to  be  perjured.  And  one 
of  the  late  popes  dispensed  with  the  bastard  son  of  the 
conde  P'Olivarez,  or  rather^  plainly  dissolved  his  marriage, 
which  he  made  and  consummated  with  Isabella  D'Azueta^ 
whom  he  bad  publicly  married  when  he  was  but  a  mean 

">  Defernnt  aqrnm  et  argentum,  et  reportant  chartna.  Card.  Cnsan. 
"  Lib.  i.  de  Snnimo  Pootif.  vide  etiam  Jacubnm  dr  Tcrauo :  et  Kavis. 
de  Coneile.  da  Trent,  cap.  Quia  circa  Extra,  de 
•  Cap.  Propotnu  de  Coocest*  Prfebend.  o.  SO. 
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person,  the  son  of  Donna  Maignerita  Sptnola,  and  wider  the 
name  of  Julian  Valeasar.  Bot  ^en  the  conde  had  declared 
him  son  and  heir,  the  pope  dissolved  the  first  marriage,  and 
gave  him  leave,  under  the  name  of  Henry  Philip  de  Guzman, 
to  marry  D.  Juana  de  Valesco,  daughter  to  the  constable  of 
Castile* 

And  now  if  it  be  considered,  what  influence  these  doe^ 
trines  have  upon  societies  and  communities  of  men,  (ibey  wiH 
need  no  further  reproof  than  a  mere  enumeration  of  the 
mischiefs  they  produce.  They,  by  this  means,  legitimate 
adulterous  aiMi  incestuous  marriages,  and  disannul  lawful 
contracts :  they  give  leave  to  a  spouse  to  break  his  or  her 
vow  and  promise ;  and  to  children  to  disobey  their  parents, 
and,  perhaps,  to  break  their  mother's  heart,  or  to  undo  a 
fiunily.  No  words  can  bind  your  faith,  because  you  can  be 
dispensed  with ;  and  if  you  swear  you  will  not  procure  a 
dispensation,  you  can  as  well  be  dispensed  with  for  thai 
perjury  as  the  other ;  and  you  cannot  be  tied  so  fast,  hot  tbe 
pope  can  unloose  you.  So  that  there  is  no  certainty  in  your 
promise  to  God,  or  faith  to  men ;  in  judicatories  to  magis* 
bates,  or  in  conitiacts  with  merchants ;  in  the  duty  of  children 
to  their  parents,  of  husbands  to  their  wives,  or  wives*  to  their 
contracted  husbands ;  of  a  catholic  to  a  heretic;  and  last  of 
all,  a  subject  to  his  prince  cannot  be  bound  so  strictly,  but  if 
the  prince  be  not  of  the  pope's  persuasion,  or  be  by  him 
judged  a  tyrant,  his  subjects  shaU  owe  him  no  obedience. 
But  this  is  of  particular  consideration,  and  reserved  for 
Sect.  III. 


SECTION  II. 

Therb  is  yet  another  instance,  by  whi<A  the  church  of 
Rome  does  intolerable  prejudice  to  governments  and  societies : 
in  which,  although  the  impiety  is  not  so  apparent,  yet  the 
evil  is  more  owned,  and  notorious,  and  defended ;  and  that 
is,  the  exemption  of  their  clergy  from  the  jurisdiction  of 
secular  princes  and  magistrates,  both  in  their  estates  and 
|iexaoos:  not  only  in  the  matters  of  simony,  heresy,  and 
apostasy,  but  in  matters  of  thefl,  perjury,  murder,  adidtery, 
blasphemy,  and  treason;  in  which  cases  they  mdTer  not  a 


A  DISSUASIVE.  FROM  POPERY,  253 

dcfgyaian  to  be  adjudged  by  the  secukir  power,  until  the 
ehttvch  hath  quit  hinii  and  turned  him  oyer,  and  given  them 
kare  to  proceed.  This  was  Terified  in  the  synod  of  Dal* 
mai^a  %  hdd  by  the  legits  of  pope  Innocent  III.,  and  is  now» 
in  the  church  of  Rome,  pretended  to  be  by  Divine  right: 
''  For  it  cannot  be  proved*  that  secular  princes  are  the  lawful 
superiors  and  judges  of  clergymen*  unless  it  can  be  pioyed, 
that  the  sheep  are  better  than  the  shefAerd*  or  sons  than 
their  fathersi  or  temporals  than  spirituab/'  said  BeUarmine^s 
and,  therefore,  it  is  a  diame,  says  he,  to  see  princes  con* 
tendi^  with  bishops  for  precedency  or  for  lands-  For  the 
truth  is  this>  whatever  the  custom  be,  the  prince  is  the 
bipbQp's  suljgect,  not  the  bishop  the  prince's :  for  no  maji  can 
serve  two  masters ;  the  pope  is  their  own  superior,  and*  there* 
ipre>.the  «^u)ar  prince  cannot  be*  So  both  Bellarmine  and 
Suaies '  conclude  this  doctrine  out  of  Scripture. 

And  although  in  this,  ae  inidl  things  else,  when  he  finds 
it  for  the  advantage  of  the  churchy  the  pope  can  dispense ; 
and  divers  popes  of  Rome  did  give  power  to  the  common^ 
vrealth  of  Venice  to  judge  clergymen,  and  punish  them  for 
g|:eat  offences;  yet  how  ill  this  was  taken  by  Paulus  V.  at 
their  hands>  and  what  stirs  he  made  in  Christendom  con« 
ceiuing  it*  the  world  was  witness ;  and  it  is  to  be  read  in  the 
Hilary  of  the  Venetian  Interdict;  and  not  without  great 
difficulty  defended  by  Marcus  Antonius  Peregrinus,  M. 
Antoiiius  Othelius,  aqd  Joachim  Scaymus  of  Padua,  beside 
the  doctors  of  Venice. 

Now  if  it  be  considered,  how  great  a  part  of  mankind*  in 
the,  R<Nnan  communion,  are  deigymen,  and  how  great  a 
portion  of  the  lands  and  revenues*  in  each  kingdom,  they 
have;  to  pretend  a  Divine  right  of  exemption  of  their 
peisons  from  secular  judicatories*  and  their  lands  from  secular 
hui^dens  and  charges  of  the  commonwealth,  is  to  make 
veligion  a  very  Utile  friend  to  the  public ;  and  causes  that  by 
hew  auich  there  is  more  of  religion,  by  so  much  there  is  the 
less  of  piety  and  public  duty.  Princes  have  many  times  felt, 
the  evil,  and  are  always  subject  to  it,  when  so  many  thou- 

•  Si  Inperator,  diit  96,  ^c.    Ecclesia  8.  M.  dc  Contitdt.  A.  D.  J199. 
^  Can.  5.  de  CIcricit*,  lib.  i.  €•  90*  sect.  Quarto  Qbji€hmt.--De  Ofic. 
CbrUtiani  Prin.  lib.  i.  c.  5. 

<  Saarcs.  Dafent.  contra  §^U  AsgUr.  Ub.  iv.  e.  ir.  tcct  15,  iG,  «t  18. 
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sand  persons  ate  in  their  kingdonUi  and  yet  sabjects  to  a 
foreign  power*  But  we  need  not  trouble  ouraelvea  to  reckon 
the  evik  consequent  to  this  procedure;  theaasdves  have 
owned  them^  even  the  very  worst  of  thinga,  **  The  rebeUion 
of  a  dergyman  against  his  prince  is  not  treason,  because 
he  is  not  his  prince's  subject:"  It  is  expressly  taught  by 
Emanuel  Sil'$  and  because  the  Frenchmen^  in  zeal  to  their 
own  king,  could  not  endure  this  doctrine,  theae  words  were 
left  out  of  the  edition  of  Paris,  but  still  remain  in  the 
editions  of  Antwerp  and  Colgne*  But  the  thing  is  a  general 
rule,  ''  That  all  ecclesiastical  persons  are  free  from  secular 
jurisdiction  in  causes  criminal,  whether  dvil  or  ecclesiastical: 
and  this  rule  is  so  general,  that  it  admits  no  exception :  and 
so  certain  that  it  cannot  be  denied,  unless  yon  will  contra- 
dict the  principles  of  faith  :*'  so  father  Suaiea*.  And  this  is 
pretended  to  be  allowed  by  councils,  sacred  canons,  and  all 
the  doctors  of  laws,  human  and  Divine ;  for  so  Bettarmine 
affirms  ^  Against  which,  since  it  is  a  matter  of  fUth  and 
doctrine  which  we  now  charge  upon  the  church  of  Rome»  as 
an  enemy  to  public  government,  we  shall  think  it  sufficient 
to  oppose  against  their  pretension,  the  plain  and  easy  words 
of  St.  Pauls,  **  Let  every  soul  be  subject  to  the  higher 
powers :"  '  every  soul,'  that  is,  saith  St.  Chrysostom  ^,  whe- 
ther he  be  a  monk  or  an  evangelist,  a  prophet  or  an  apoade. 
Of  the  hke  iniquity,  when  it  is  extended  to  its  utmost 
commentary,  which  the  commentera  of  the  church  of  Rome 
put  upon  it,  is,  the  Divine  right  of  the  seal  of  confession ; 
which  they  make  so  sacred,  to  serve  such  ends  as  they  have 
chosen,  that  it  may  not  be  broken  up  to  save  the  Uvea  of 
princes,  or  of  the  whole  republic,  saith  Tolet' ; — No,  not  to 
save  all  the  worH,  said  Henriquez*^ :  —  Not  to  save  an  inno- 
cent, not  to  keep  the  world  from  burning,  or  religion  from 
perversion,  or  all  the  sacraments  from  demolition.  Indeed 
it  is  lawful,  saith  Bellarmine^  if  a  treason  be  known  to  a 
priest  in  confession,  he  may,  in  general  words,  give  notice  to 
a  pious  and  catholic  prince,  but  not  to  a  heretic ;  and  that 


*  Aphor.  verb.  Clericm.  *  Defens.  Fid.  lib.  iv.  c  15.  MCt.  1. 

'  Apoloi;.  p.  57.  >  Rom.  xiii.  1. 

^  la  hone  lociim.  '  iBbCnict.  Sscerd.  Itb.  Hi.  c.  16. 

k  Dc  Popnit.  lib.  ii.  c.  19.  n.  5.  >  Apol.  coni.  Reg.  H.  Brit.  c.  IS. 
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was  aeutely  and  prudently  said  by  him,  said  fadier  Saarez". 
Father  Binet  is  not  so  kind  even  to  the  catholic  princes;  for 
he  says,  that  it  is  better  that  all  the  kings  of  the  woiM 
should  perish,  than  that  the  seal  of  confession  should  be  so 
much  as  once  broken ;  and  this  is  the  catholic  doctrine,  said 
Eudsemon  Johannes  %  in  his  apology  for  Garnet ;  and  for  it  he 
also  quotes  Suarez.  But  it  is  enough  to  have  named  this. 
How  little  care  these  men  take  of  the  lives  of  princes,  and 
the  public  interest,  which  they  so  greatly  undervalue  to 
every  trifling  &ncy  of  their  own,  is  but  too  evident  by  these 
doctrines. 


BECnOIf  Ilk 


Tub  last  thing  we  shall  remark  for  the  instruction  and 
caution  of  our  charges,  is  not  the  least.  The  doctrines  of 
the  church  of  Rome  are  great  enemies  to  the  dignity  and 
security,  to  the  powers  and  lives  of  princes:  and  this  we 
shall  briefly  prove  by  setting  down  the  doctrines  themselves, 
and  their  consequent  practices^ 

And  here  we  observe,  that  not  only  the  whole  order  of 
Jesuits  is. a  great  enemy  to  monarchy,  by  subjecting  the 
dignity  of  princes  to  the  pope,  by  making  the  pope  the 
supreme  monarch  of  Christians ;  but  they  also  teadi,  that  it 
is  a  catholic  doctrine,  the  doctrine  of  the  church. 

The  pope  hath  a  supreme  power  of  disposing  the  tem- 
poral things  of  all  Christians  in  order  to  a  spiritual  good ; 
saidi  Benarmine^  Attd  Becanus  disoourses  of  this  very 
laigely  in  his  book  of  the  English,  controversy,  printed  by 
Albin  at  Mentz,  1612.  But  because  this  book  was  ordered 
to  be  purged  ('  una  litum  potest ')»  we  shall  not  insist  upon 
it;  but  there  is  as  bad,  which  was  never  censured.  Bellar- 
mine  says^  that  the  ecclesiastic  republic  can  command  and 
compel  the  temporal,  which  is  indeed  its  subject,  to  change 
the  administration,  and  to  depose  princes,  and  to  appoint 
others,  when  it  cannot  otherwise  defend  the  spiritual  good : 

*»  Cdotr.  Reg.  Angl.  lib.  ix.  c.  3.  *  Cap.  13. 

A  Dc  Suni.  Pontif.  lib.  v.  c.  6.  ^  Ibid.  c.  t. 
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and  fiither  Snarez  says  the  Mune«.  The  pow«r  of  tlie  pope- 
extends  itself  to  the  coercion  of  kings  with  temporal  ponirii- 
mentSy  and  depriTing  them  of  their  kingdoms,  when  necessity 
requires;  nay^  this  power  is  more  necessary . OTcr  princes 
than  OYer  subjects.  The  same  also  is  taught  by  Santard,  in 
his  book  of  heresy  and  schism,  printed  at  Rome,  1626. 

But  the  mischief  of  this  doctrine  proceeds  a  little  further*. 

Cardinal  Tolet  affinns',  and  our  countryman,  father 
Bridgewater,  commends  the  saying,  **  That  when  a  prince  is 
excommanicate,  before  the  denunciation  the  subjects  are  not- 
absolved  from  their  oath  of  allegiance  (as  Cajetan  says  well)  f 
yet  when  it  is  denounced,  they  are  not  only  absolved  fiom 
their  obedience,  but  are  bound  not  to  obey,  unless  the  fear  of 
death  or  loss  of  goods  excuse  them ;  which  was  the  case  of 
the  English  catholics  in  the  time  of  Henry  VIII."  And 
father  Creswell  sa]^*,  it  is  the  sentence  of  all  catholics,  that 
subjects  are  bound  to  expel  heretical  princes  if  they  have 
strength  enough ;  and  that  to  this  they  are  tied  by  the  ocm*' 
mandmeBt  of  Qod,  the  most  strict  tie  of  conscience,  and  tlie 
extreme  danger  of  their  souls*-*-Nay,  even  before  the  sentence 
is  declared,  though  the  subjects  are  not  bound  to  it,  yet  kww 
fully  they  may  deny  obedience  to  an  heretical  pnnoe,  said: 
Gr^oiy  de  Valentia^ 

It  were  an  endless  labour  to  trauscribe  the  horriUe  doc>> 
trines,  which  are  preached  in  the  Jesuits'  school,  to  tiie- 
shaking  of  the  regal  power  of  such  princes  which  are  not  of< 
the  Roman  ooamittnioD.  The  whole  economy  of  it  is  w«U- 
described  by  Bellarmines,  who  affirms,  **-  "  That  it  does- not 
belong  to  monks,  or  other  eoclesiaBtics,  to  commit  murders,, 
neither  do  the  popes  use  to  proceed  that  wsy*  But  their 
manner  is,  first,  fatherly  to  correct  princes, — then,  by  ecde* 
siaetical  censures,  to  deprive  them  ofthe  communion, — then- 
to  absolve  tfaeic  8ub}ect»  from  the  oath  of  allegiance,  and  tO' 
deprive  them  of  their  kingly  dignity.  And  what  thou  ?  The> 
execution  belongs  to  others."  This  is  the  way  of  the  pqpes, 
thus  wisely  and  moderatdy  to  break  kings  in  pieces. 

We  delight  not  to  aggravate  evil  things.  We,  therefore^ 
forbear  to  set  down  those  horrid  things  spoken  by  S^' 

•  Defens.  Fid.  Cath.  lib.  iii.  c.  <J.  tecf.  10,  et  sect.  18,  et  SO. 

*  CoDcer.  Eccl.  in  Aogl.  fol.  SS6.       <  Id  PhUopat.  sect.  t.  n.  IdO.et  16f  • 
'  Tom.  iiu  disp.  U  q.  If.  ponct.  f .      t  Cout.  Barcl.  c  7. 
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Mariaom,  Santarel,  Carolos  ScribaAhis,  and  some  otiidni; 
It  is  enough  that  Snarez  says  \  "  An  exeommanicate  king 
may,  with  impunity,  be  deposed  or  killed  by  any  one/' 
This  iii  the  case  of  kings  and  princes  by  the  sentence  of  the 
cbiefest  Roman  doctors.  And  if  it  be  objected,  that  we  are 
commanded  '  to  obey  kings,  not  to  speak  evil  of  them,  not 
to  carse  them,  no,  not  in  our  heart :'  there  is  a  way  found 
out  to  answer  these  little  things.  For  thoogh  the  apostle 
commands  that  we  should  be  subject  to  higher  powers,  and 
obey  kings,  and  all  that  are  in  tmthority :  it  is  true  you  must, 
and  so  yon  may  well  enough  for  all  this ;  for  the  pope  can 
make  that  he  who  is  a  king  shall  be  no  king,  and  then  yoa 
are  disobliged :  so  Bellarmine  K  And  if,  after  all  this,  there 
remains  any  scruple  of  conscience,  it  ought  to  be  remem*« 
bered,  that  though  even  after  a  prince  is  excommunicaited,  it 
should  be,  of  itself,  a  sin  to  depose  or  kill  the  prince ;  yet,  if 
the  pope  commands  you,  it  is  no  sin.  ^  For  if  die  pope 
should  err  by  commanding  sin,  or  forbidding  virtues,  yet  the 
church  were  bound  to  believe  that  the  vices  were  good,  and 
the  virtues  evil ;  unless  she  would  sin  against  her  conscience." 
They  are  the  very  words  of  Bellarmine ". 

But  they  add  more  particulars  of  the  same  bran*  '  The: 
sons  of  an  heretical  father  are  made  *  sui  juris,'  tliat  is,  free 
from  their  father's  power.' — *  A  catholic  wife  is  not  tied  to 
pay  her  duty  to  an  heretical  husband ;  and  the  servants  are 
not  bound  to  do  service  to  such  masters.' — These  are  the 
doctrines  of  their  great  Azorius;  and  as  for  kings,  he  affirms 
they  may  be  deposed  for  heresy.  But  all  this  is  only  in  the 
case  of  heretical  princes :  but  what  for  others  ? 

Even  the  Roman  catholic  princes  are  not  free  from  this 
danger.  All  the  world  knows  what  the  pope  did  to  king 
Chilperick  of  France :  he  deposed  him,  and  put  Pepin  in  his 
place ;  and  did  what  he  could  to  have  put  Albert,  king  of  the 
Romans,  in  the  throne  of  Philip,  sumamed  the  Fair.  They 
were  the  popes  of  Rome  who  armed  the  son  against  the 
father,  the  emperor  Henry  IV.,  and  the  son  fought  against . 
bim,  took  him  prisoner,  Ishaved  him,  and  thrust  him  into  a 
monastery,  where  be  died  with  grief  and  hunger.    We  wiD 


^  Ubi  sopra,  lib.  vi.  c.  6.  sect.  S4.  '  Coat.  Barc<  c.  7. 

^  De  Ro.  Pontif.  lib.  iv.  c.  5* 

VOL.  X.  S 
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not  qpeak  of  the  emperor  Frederick,  Henry  the  Vlth,  em* 
peror ;  the  duke  of  Savoy,  against  whom  he  caused  Charles 
the  Vth,  and  Francis  the  Ist,  of  France,  to  take  arms ;  nor  of 
Francis  Dandalus,  duke  of  Venice,  whom  he  bonnd  with 
chains,  and  fed  him  as  dogs  are  fed,  with  bones  and  scraps 
nnder  his  table:  our  own  Henry  the  lid,  and  king  John, 
were  great  instances  of  what  princes,  in  their  case,  may 
expect  from  that  religion.  These  were  the  piety  of  the 
iatiier  of  Christendom.  But  these  were  the  product  of  the 
doctrine,  which  Clement  the  Vth  vented  in  the  council  of 
Vienna.  ''  Omne  jus  regum  )l  se  pendere :"  ''  The  rights  of  all 
kings  depend  upon  the  pope/' — ^And,  therefore,  even  their 
catholic  princes  are  at  their  mercy,  and  they  would,  if  they 
durst,  use  them  accordingly :  if  they  do  but  favour  heretics' 
or  schismatics,  receive  them  or  defend  them ;  >  if  the  emperor 
be  perjured,  if  he  rashly  break  a  league  made  with  the  see 
apostolic,  if  he  do  not  keep  the  peace  promised  to  the  church, 
if  he  be  sacrilegious,  if  he  dissipate  the  goods  of  the  church, — 
the  pope  may  depose  him,  said  Azorius.  And  SantareP 
says,  he  may  do  it,  in  case  the  prince  or  emperor  be  insuf- 
ficient, if  he  be  wicked,  if  he  be  unprofitable,  if  he  does  not 
defend  the  ehuvob-  This  is  very  much,  but  yet  there  is 
something  more";  this  may  be  done,  if  he  impose  new 
gabels  or  imposts  upon  his  subjects,  without  the  pope's 
leave;  for  if  they  do  not  pretend  to  this  also,  why  does 
the  pope,  <  in  BuUa  Cgbuq  Dominicsd,'  excommunicate  all 
princes  that  do  it*? 

Now  if  it  be  inquired,  by  what  authority  the  pope  does 
these  things  ?  it  is  answered,  that  the  pope  hath  a  supreme 
and  absohite  authority ;  both  the  spiritual  and  the  temporal 
power  is  in  the  pope  as  Christ's  vicar,  said  Azorius  and 
Santarel.  The  church  hath  the  right  of  a  superior  lord  over 
the  rights  of  princes  and  their  temporalities ;  and  that  by  her 
jurisdiction  she  disposes  ef  temporals,  *  ut  de  suo  peralio,' 
'  as  of  her  own  proper  goods,'  said  our  countryman  Weston, 
rector  of  the  college  at  Doway.  Nay,  the  pope  hath  power, 
*  in  omnia,  per  omnia,  super  omnia,'  <  in  all  things,  through 
aU  things,  and  over  all  things;*  and  th^  *'  subliiQity  and 


^  Instil.  Moral,  part  t.'ltb.  a.  c.  9.  *  *  Ubi  sapra. 

*  See  Mart.  Vivaldas  de  bolla  cvdb  Domiuicae. 
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immmsity  of  the  supreme  bishop  is  so  great,  that  no  mortal 
man  can  comprehend  it/*  said  Casseneeas  • ;  ''No  man  can 
express  it,  no  man  can  think  it:"  so  that  it  is  no  wonder 
what  Papirius  Massonns  said  of  pope  Boniface  the  Vlllth^ 
that  he  owned  himself  not  only  as  the  lord  of  France^  but 
of  all  the  world  p. 

'     Now  we  are  sure  it  wiQ  be  said,  that  this  is  but  the 

private  opinion  of  some  doctors,  not  the  doctrine  of  the 

church   of  Rome.     To    this  we   reply:    1.  It  is  not  the 

private  opinion  of  a  few,  but  their  public  doctrine  owned, 

and  offered  to  be  justified  to  all  the  world,  as  appears  in 

the  preceding  testimonies.    2.  It  is  the  opinion  of  all  the 

Jesuit  order,  which  is  now  the  greatest  and  most  glorious 

in  the  church  of  Rome ;  and  the  maintenance  of  it,  is  the 

subject  matter  of  their  new  vow  of  obedience  to  the  pope; 

that  is,  to  advance  his  grandeur.    3.  Not  only  the  Jesuits^ 

but  all  the  canonists  in  tbe  church  of  Rome  contend  earnestly 

for  these  doctrines.    4.  This  they  do  upon  the  authority  of 

the  decretals,  their  own  law^,  and  the  decrees  of  councils^ 

6.  Not  only  the  Jesuits,  and  canonists,  but  others  also  of 

great  note  amongst  them,  earnestly  contend  for  these  doc* 

trines;  particularly  Casseneeus,  Zodericus%  the  archbishop 

of  Florence",  Petrus  de  Monte',    St.  Thomas  Aquinas", 

Bozius,  Baronius,  and  many  others.    6.  Themselves  tell  uS 

it  is  a  matter  of  faith;  father  Greswell'  says,  it  is  the 

sentence  of  all  catholics ;  and  they  that  do  not  admit  these 

doctrines,  father  Rosweyd)^  calls  them  half  Christians,  griiv? 

ners,  barking  royalists,  and  a  new  sect  of  catholics;  and 

Eudaemon  Johannes  *  says,  that  without  question  it  is  a  her^^y 

in  the  judgment  of  all  catholics.     Now  in  such  things  which 

are  pot  in  their  creeds,  and  public  confe£)sionS|  from  wl^ence 

^  Sanctoar.  Jnr.  Poiitificii  qn.  15.  sect.  5.  qii.  17.  s^ot.  6.  et  qti.  ff, 
sect.  7.  Catal.  plor.  maodi  |Mirt.  ^.  oonsid.  7,  ex  S^odericQ. 

F  Verh.  Bonif.  8. 

4  De  migor.  el  obedient,  unam  sanctum.  Ip  extray.  Bonifi  S»  concil. 
Later,  sob  Jqlio  «,  In  extrav.  Job.  «t.  cap.  Chip  inter  nonnqllos.  Jq  gloai. 
final,  edit.  P^rts,  iSfiS^  concil.  Vieunens.  sub  Clem.  5. 

'  Ubi  tiipra  in  Cassenieo.  *  Summ.  part.  lib.  xxii.  c.  6.  feet«  4. 

t  In  sna  Monarcbia  qoem  ci|at  Felinna  in  cap.  Si  quando,  nbi  per  eunt 
extrsv.  de  rckcript. 

■  In  tract,  de  Rege  et  Regno  ad  Regem  Cypri, 

«  In  Pliilopalr.  sect.  tf.  n.  160, 169.        J  Lab.  de  6de  h«ret«  servanda. 

*  in  epist.  monitor,  ad  Job.  Barclai. 
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should  we  know  the  doctrines  of  their  churcb,  but  ftom  their 
<^hiefest  and  most  leading  doctors ;  who,  it  is  certain,  would 
fain  have  all  the  world  believe  it  to  be  the  doctrine  of  their 
church  ?  And»  therefore,  as  it  is  certain  that  any  Roman 
catholic  nay  with  allovrance  be  of  this  opinion ;  so  he  will  be 
esteemed  the  better  and  more  zealous  catholic  if  he  be ;  and 
if  it  were  not  for  fear  of  princes,  who  will  not  lose  their 
crowns  for  their  foolish  doctrines,  there  is  no  peradventure 
but  it  would  be  declared  to  be  '  de  fide/  '  a  matter  of  faith/  as 
divers  of  them  of  late  do  not  stick  to  say.  And  of  this  the 
pope  gives  but  too  much  evidence,  since  he  will  not  take 
away  the  scandal,  which  is  so  greatly  given  to  all  Christian 
kings  and  republics,  by  a  public  and  a  just  condemnation  of 
it  Nay,  it  is  worse  than  thus ;  for  Sixtus  Qiiintus  upon  the 
9tb  of  September,  A.  D.  1589,  in  an  oration  in  a  conclave  of 
cardinals,  did  solemnly  commend  the  monk,  that  killed 
Henry  the  Illd  of  France.  The  oration  was  printed  at 
Paris,  by  them  that  had  rebelled  against  that  prince,  and 
avouched  for  authentic  by  Boucher  Decreil,  end  Anoelin: 
and  though  some  would  fain  have  it  thought  to  be  none  of 
his,  yet  Bellarmine*  dares  not  deny  it,  but  makes  for  it  a 
crude,  and  a  cold  apology. 

Now  concerning  this  article,  it  will  not  be  necessary  to 
declare  the  sentence  of  the  church  of  England  and  Ireland ; 
because  it  is  notorious  to  all  the  world;  and  is  expressly 
opposed  against  this  Roman  doctrine,  by  laws,  articles,  con- 
fessions, homilies,  the  oath  of  allegiance  and  supremacy,  the 
book  of  Christian  institution,  and  the  many  excellent  writings 
of  king  James  of  blessed  memory,  of  our  bishops  and  other 
learned  persons  against  Bellarmine,,  Parsons,  £ud«mon 
Johannes,  Creswell,  and  others :  and  nothing  is  more  noto- 
rious than  that  the  church  of  England  is  most  dutiful,  most 
zealous  for  the  right  of  kings;  and  within  these  four  and 
twenty  years,  she  hath  had  many  martyrs,  and  very,  very 
many  confessors  in  this  cause. 

It  is  true  that  the  church  of  Rome  does  recriminate  in 
this  point,  and  charges  some  calvinists  and  presbyterians 
with  doctrines  which  indeed  they  borrowed  from  Rome, 
using  their  arguments,  making  use  of  their  expressions,  and 

•*  In  resp.  ad  Apolog.  pro  Jumm.  fidelit. 
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ptmaing  their  principles;  Bit  with  them  in  this  arttde  \te 
have  nothing  to  do,  bat  to  reprove  the  men,  and  conddmn 
their  doctrine,  as  we  have  done  all  along,  by  private  writing9» 
and  public  instruments. 

We  conclude  these  our  reproofs  with  an  exhortation  to 
OUT  respective  charges,  to  all  that  desire  to  be  saved  '  in  the 
day  of  the  Lord  Jesus/  that  they  decline  from  these  horrid 
doctrines,  which  in  fJieir  birth  are  new,  in  their  growth  are 
scandalous,  in  their  proper  consequents  are  iniinttely  daa*^ 
gerous  to  their  souls,  and  '  hunt  for  their  precious  life:' 
but,  therefore,  it  is  highly  fit  that  they  also  should  perceive 
their  own  advantages,  and  give  God  praise,  that  they  are 
immured  from  such  infinite  dangers,  by  the  holy  precepts, 
and  holy  faith  taught  and  commanded  in  the  church  of 
England  and  Ireland;  in  which  the  Word  of  God  is  set 
before  them  as  a  '  lantern  to  their  feet,  and  a  light  unto 
their  eyes;'  and  the  sacraments  are  fully  administered  ac- 
cording to  Christ's  institution,  and  repentance  is  preached 
according  to  the  measures  of  the  Gospel,  and  faith  in  Christ 
is  propounded  according  to  the  rule  of  the  apostles,  and 
the  measures  of  the  churches  apostolical ;  and  obedience  to 
kings  is  greatly  and  sacredly  urged,  and  the  authority  and 
order  of  bishops  is  preserved  against  the  usurpation  of  the 
pope,  and  the  invasion  of  schismatics  and  Aerians  new  and 
old;  and  truth  and^aith  to  all  men  is  kept  and  preached 
to  be  necessary  and  inviolable,  and  the  commandments  are 
expounded  with  just  severity,  and  without  scruples;  and 
holiness  of  life  is  urged  upon  all  men,  as  indispensably  neces- 
sary to  salvation,  and  therefore  without  any  allowances, 
tricks,  and  little  artifices  of  escaping  from  it  by  easy  and 
imperfect  doctrines;  and  every  thing  is  practised  which  is 
useful  to  the  saving  of  our  souls ;  and  Christ's  merits  and 
satisfaction  are  entirely  relied  upon  for  the  pardon  of  our 
sins;  and  the  necessity  of  good  works  is  universally  taught; 
and  our  prayers  are  holy,  unblamable,  edifying,  and  under- 
stood ;  they  are  according  to  the  measures  of  the  Word  of 
God,  and  the  practice  of  all  saints.  In  this  church  the 
children  are  duly,  carefully,  and  rightly  baptized,  and  the 
baptized,  in  their  due  time,  are  confirmed ;  and  the  confirmed 
are  communicated ;  and  penitents  are  absolved,  and  the  im- 
penitents  punished  and  discouraged;  and  holy  marriage  in 
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all  men  is  preferred  before  unclean  concubinate  in  any ;  and 
nothing  is  wanting  that  God  and  his  Christ  hath  made 
necessary  to  salvation. 

Behold  we  set  before  you  life  and  death,  blessing  and 
cursing,  safety  and  danger.  Choose  which  you  will;  but 
remember  that  the  prophets  who  are  among  you,  have  de- 
clared to  you  the  way  of  salvation.  Now  the  '  Lord  give 
you  understanding  in  all  things,  and  reveal  even  this  also 
unto  yon.' — Amen. 
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AN   ANSWER  TO   THE   FOURTH   APPENDIX   TO   J.   8/S  "  SURE 

FOOTING ;"  INTENDED  AGAINST  THE  GENERAL  WAY  OF 

PROCEDURE  IN  THE  «  DISSUASIVE  FROM  POPERY." 


When  our  blessed  Savioar  was  casting  out  the  e^il  spirit 
horn  the  poor  demoniac  in  the  Gospel,  he  asked  his  name  \ 
and  he  answered,  ''  My  name  is  Legion,  for  we  are  many.** 
^  L^oaf  is  a  Roman  word,  and  signifies  '  an  army/  as 
^  Roman'  signifies  *  Catholic;'  that  is,  a  great  body  of  men, 
whieh  though  in  true  speaking  they  are  but  a  part  of 
an  imperial  army,  yet  when  they  march  alone,  they  can  do 
msschief  enon^,  and  call  themselres  an  army  royal.  A 
aqaadron  of  this  legion  hath  attempted  to  break  a  little  fort 
or  ont<^ork  of  mine;  they  came  in  the  dark,  their  names 
concealed,  their  qualities  unknown,  whether  clergy  or  laity 
not  to  me  discovered,  only  there  is  one  pert  man  amongrt 
them,  one  that  is  discovered  by  his  *^  Sure  Footing/'  The 
others  I  know  not;  but  this  man  is  a  man  famous  in  the 
'  new  science  of  controyersy'  (as  he  is  pleased  to  call  it);  I 
mean  in  the  most  beauteous  and  amiable  part  of  it,  railing 
and  calumny ;  the  man  I  mean  is  the  o  aMain^,  *  the  con- 
fident,' the  man  of  principles,  and  the  son  of  demonstration ; 
and  though  he  had  so  reviled  the  great  champion  *  in  the 
*'  Annies  of  the  living  God,"  that  it  was  reasonable  to  think 
he  had  cast  forth  varrm  w  0ixn  ro3  vwmfoy  to  vvnfupJna^  '^  all 
the  fiery  darts  of  the  wicked  one ;"  yet  I  find,  that  an  evil 
foimtain  is  not  soon  drawn  dry^  and  he  hath  indignation 
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enough  and  reviling  left  for  others,  amongst  whom  I  hare  the 
honour  not  to  be  the  least  sufferer  and  sharer  in  the  per- 
secution. He  thought  not  fit  to  take  any  further  notice  of 
me  but  in  an  appendix  ^ ;  the  viper  is  but  little ;  but  it  is  a 
viper  still,  though  it  hath  more  tongue  than  teeth.  I  am  the 
more  willing  to  quit  myself  of  it,  by  way  of  introduction, 
because  he  intends  it  as  an  '  organum  catholicum'  against  the 
general  way  of  the  procedure  which  I  have  used  in  the 
'  Dissuasive ;'  and  therefore  I  suppose  the  removing  this,  might 
iroi(jLa{ttv  riip  6^,  *  make  my  way  smoother*  in  the  following 
discourses* 

I  will  take  no  other  notice  of  his  evil  language,  his  scorn 
and  reproach,  his  undervaluing  and  slighting  the  person  and 
book  of  the  'Dissuader'  (as  he  is  pleased  sometimes  to  call 
me) ;  but  I  shall  answer  to  these  things  as  St.  Bernard  did  to 
the  temptation  of  the  devil,  endeavouring  to  hinder  his 
preaching  by  tempting  to  vanity :  ''  I  neither  began  for  yon, 
nor  for  you  will  I  make  an  end :"  but  I  shall  look  on  those 
rhetorical  flowers  of  his  own  but  as  a  fermentum,  his  spirit 
was  troubled, '  and  he  *  breathed  forth  the  froth  as  of  an 
eni:aged  sea ;'  and  when  he  hath  done,  it  may  be  he  will  be 
quiet;  if  not,  let  him  know  ^God  will  observe  that  which  is 
to  Qome,  and  require  that,  which  is  past.' 

Bat  I  will  search  and  see  what  I  can  find  of  matter  that 
is  to  be  considered,  and  give  such  accounts  of  them  as  is 
necessary,  and  may  be  useful  for  the  defence  of  my  book, 
and  the  justification  of  myself  against  all  ruder  charges. 
And  after  I  have  done  so,  I  shall  proceed  to  other  things 
which  I  shall  esteem  more  useful. 

The  first  thing  I. shall  take  notice  of,  is  his  scomfol  and 
slight  speaking  of  Scripture,  affirming  that  'he  is  soonest 
beaten  at  this  weapon/  that '  it  is  Sampson's  hair;'  it  is  the 
weakest  part  in  the  man :  and  yet  if  it  be  the  weakest^  it  is 
that  which  St.  Paul  calls  '  the  weakness  and  foolishness  of 
preaching,'  more  strong  and  more  wise  than  all  the  wisdom 
of  man;  When  the  devil  tempted  our  blessed  Saviour,  he 
used  Scripture;  but  Christ  did  not  reprove  his  way  of  ar^ 
guing,  but  in.the  same  way  discovered  his  fraud.  '  Scriptum . 
est,'  said  the  tempter ;  yea,  but '  scriptum  est,'  said  Christy 

^  The  fourth  Appendii  ta<  Sore  Footiog.* 
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to  other  purposes  than  you  intend ;  and  so  would  J.  S.  ha^e 
proceeded,  if  he  had  been  at  all  in  love  with  the  way.  But 
he  thinks  he  hath  a  better;  and  the  wonder  is  the  less  that 
the  gentleman  does  not  love  the  Scriptures,  or  at  least  gives 
too  much  suspicion  that  he  does  not )  for  he  hath  not  yet 
proved  himself  by  his  writings  to  be  so  good  a  Christian  as 
to  love  his  enemies^  or  his  reprovers:  but,  however  he  is 
pleased  to  put  a  scorn  on  Scripture  expressions,  it  weDS 
much  better,  if  he  and  his  church  too  would  use  them  more, 
and  express  their  articles  they  contend  for,  and  impose  them 
on  the  Christian  world,  in  the  words  and  expressions  of 
Scripture,  which,  we  are  sure,  express  the  mind  of  God  with 
more  truth  and  simplicity,  than  is  done  by  their  words  of 
art  and  expressions  of  the  schools.  If  this  had  been  ob' 
served,  Christendom  at  this  day  had  had  fewer  controversies^ 
and  more  truth,  and  more  charity ;  we  should  not  have  been 
puzzled  to  unriddle  the  words  of  '  transubstantiation,'  and 
*'  hyperdulia,'  and  '  infallibility,'  and  '  doctrines  ex  cathedra/ 
and  *  fere  de  fide,'  and  *  next  to  heresy,'  and  '  temerarious/ 
and '  ordo  ad  spiritualia,'  and  '  St.  Peter's  chair,'  and/  supre* 
macy  in  spirituals,'  and  'implicit  faith,'  and  very  many  more 
profkne  or  unhallowed  novelties  of  speech,  which  have  made 
Christianity  quite  another  thing  than  it  is  in  itself,  or  than 
it  was  represented  by  the  apostles  and  apostolic  men  at  first, 
as  the  plain  way  of  salvation  to  all  succeeding  ages  of  the 
church  for  ever. 

But  be  it  as  it  will ;  for  he  will  neither  approve  of  Scrip- 
ture language,  nor  is  he  pleased  that  I  use  '  any  handsome 
expressions,'  for  that  is  charged  upon  me  as  a  part  of  my 
fault;  only  to  countenance  all  this,  he  is  pleased  to  say  that 
all  these  are  '  but  division  upon  no  grounds ;'  and  therefore 
to  *  grounds  and  first  principles '  I  must  be  brought,  and  by 
this  way  he  is  sure  to  '  blow  up  my  errors  from  the  founda- 
tion ;'  that  is  his  expression,  being  a  metaphor,  I  suppose, 
taken  from  the  gunpowder  treason,  in  which  indeed,  going 
upon  popish  grounds  they  intended  to  blow  up  something  or 
other  that  was  very  considerable,  from  its  very  foundations. 

To  perform  this  effect,  3,  S.  hath  eight  several  mines,  all 
which  I  hope  to  discover  without  Guy  Faux's  lantern. 
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The  Ftrsi  Wag. 

His  first  way  is,  tbat  I  have  not  one  first  or  self-evident 
principle  to  begin  with,  on  which  I  build  the  *  Dissuasive ;' 
but  he  hathy  that  is  he  says  he  hath ;  for  he  hath  reproved 
that  oral  tradition,  on  which  he  and  his  church  rely,  is 
such  a  principle;  he  thought  (it  may  be)  he  had  reason 
then  to  say  so ;  but  the  scene  is  altered,  and  until  he  hath 
aufliciently  confuted  his  adversaries,  who  have  prored  his 
self-evident  principle  to  be  an  evident  and  pitifiil  piece  of 
sophistry,  his  boasting  is  very  vain.  However,  though  he 
hath  failed  in  his  undertaking,  yet  I  must  acquit  myself 
as  well  as  I  can.  I  shall  therefore  tell  him  that  the  truth, 
fulness,  and  suflSciency  of  Scripture  in  all  matters  of  faidi 
and  manners,  is  the  principle  that  I  and  all  protestants  rely 
upon.  And  although  this  be  not  a  first  and  self-evident 
principle,  yet  it  is  resolved  into  these  that  are.  1.  What- 
soever God  hath  said  is  true.  2.  Whatsoever  God  hath 
done  is  good.  3.  Whatsoever  God  intends  to  bring  to 
pass,  he  hath  appointed- means  sufficient  to  that  end.  Now 
since  God  hath  appointed  the  Scriptures  to  instruct  us,  and 
make  us  wise  unto  salvation,  and  to  make  the  man  of  God 
perfect,  certain  it  is,  that  this  means  must  needs  be  sufll-^ 
cient  to  effect  that  end.  Now  that  God  did  do  this,  to  this 
end,  to  them  that  believe  the  Scriptures  to  be  the  word  of 
God,  is  as  evident  as  any  first  principle.  And  let  these 
Scriptures  be  weighed  together,  and  see  what  they  do  amount 
to.  ''  Search  the  Scriptures ;  for  therein  ye  think  to  have 
eternal  life^."  The  Jews  thought  so,  that  is,  they  confisssed 
and  acknowledged  it  to  be  so ;  and  if  they,  had  been  deceived 
in  their  thought,  besides  that  it  is  very  probable  Christ  would 
have  reproved  it,  so  it  is  very  certain  he  would  not  have 
bidden  them  to  have  used  that  means  to  that  end.  And  if 
Christ  himself  and  the  apostles  did  convince  the  Jews  out  of 
the  Scriptures  of  the  Old  Testament,  proving  that  Jesus  was 
the  Christ:  if  Christ  himself  and  the  apostles  proved  the 
resurrection,  and  the  passion,  and  the  supreme  kingdom  of 
Christ  out  of  the  Scriptures :  if  the  apostle  proved  him  to 
be  the  Messias,  and  that  he  ought  to  suffer  and  tp  rise  agaiR 
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the  third  day,  by  no  oth^r  precedent  topic,  and  thi^t  upon 
these  things  Christian  religion  relied,  ^  upon  its  entire  foun« 
dation,  and  on  the  other  side  the  Jewish  doctors  had  brought 
in  many  things  by  tradition,  to  which  our  blessed  Saviour 
gave  no  countenance,  but  reproved  many  of  them,  and  made 
it  plain  that  tradition  was  not  the  first  and  self-evident  prin- 
ciple to  rely  upon  in  religion,  but  a  way  by  which  they  had 
corrupted  the  commandment  of  God:  it  wiU  follow  from 
hence,  that  the  Scriptures  are  the  way  that  Christ  and  his 
apos^es  walked  in,  and  that  oral  tradition  was  not.  But 
then  to  this  add  what  more  concerns  the  New  Testament^ 
when  St.  Luke  wrote  his  Gospel;  in  his  preface  he  tells 
us ;  "  that  many  had  taken  in  hand  to  set  forth  in  order  a 
declaration  of  those  things,  which  are  most  surely  believed 
amongst  us  Christiam,  and  that  he  haying  perfect  under- 
standing of  all  things,  {viz*  which  Christ  did  and  taught) 
from  the  very  first  did  write  thia  Gospel,  that  Theophilus 
might  know  the  certainty  of  those  things  in  which  he  had 
been  instructed :"  Now  here,  if  we  believe  St.  Luke^  was  no 
want  of  any  thing;  he  was  fully  instructed  in  all  things ;  and 
be  chose  to  write  that  book,  that  by  that  book  Theophilus 
might  know  the  truth,  yea,  the  certainty  of  all  things.  Now 
if  we  be  Christians,  and  believe  St.  Luke  to  be  divinely  in* 
spired,  this  is  not  indeed  a  first  but  an  evident  principle; 
that  a  book  of  Scripture  can  make  a  man  certain  and  in- 
structed in  the  whole  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ.  To  the  same 
purpose  is  that  of  St.  John"^,  '*  These  things  are  written,  that 
ye  might  believe  thjat  Jesus  is  the  Christ,  the  Son  of  God ; 
and  that,  believing,  ye  might  have  life  through  his  name." 
The  end  is  salvation  by  Jesus  Christ ;  the  means  of  effecting 
this,  was  this  writing  the  Gospel  by  St,  John ;  and  therefore 
it  is  a  sure  principle  for  Christians  to  rely  upon,  the  word  of 
God  written  by  men  divinely  inspired,  such  as  Christians 
believe  and  confess  St.  Luke  and  St.  John  to  be.  Hear  St. 
Luke  again ^:  ''The  former  treatise  have  I  made,  O  Theo^ 
philus,  of  all  that  Jesus  began  both  to  do  and  teach^  until 
the  day  he  was  taken  up." — No  man  then  can  deny  but  all 
Christ's  doctrine  and  life  was  fully  set  down  by  these  evan- 
gelists and  apostles ;  whether  it  were  to  any  purpose,  or  no, 
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let  J.  S.  consider,  and  I  shall  consider  with' him  in  the  sequel. 
Bat  first,  let  us  hear  what  St.  Paul  saith   in  an  epistle 
written,  as  it  is  probable,  not  long  before  his  death;  but 
certainly  after  three  of  the  Gospels,  and  diyers  of  the  epistles 
were  written,  and  consequently  related  to  the  Scriptures  of 
the  Old  and  New  Testament.    "  Continue  thou  in  the  things 
which  thou  hast  learned  and  hast  been  assured  of,  knowing 
of  whom  thou  hast  learned  them :  and  that,  from  a  child, 
thou  hast  known  the  holy  Scriptures,  which  are  able  to  make 
thee  wise  unto  salvation,  through  faith  which  is  in  Christ 
Jesus.     All  Scripture  is  given  by  inspiration  of  God,  and  is 
profitable  for  doctrine,  for  reproof,  for  correction,  for  in* 
struction  in  righteousness,  that  the  man  of  God  may  be 
perfect,  thoroughly  famished  unto  all  good  works^''    Now  I 
demand ;  does  J.  S.  believe  these  words  to  be  true  ?    Are 
the  Scriptures  able  to  make  us  wise  unto  salvation?    Are 
they  profitable  to  all  intents  and  purposes  of  the  spirit,  that 
is,  to  teach,  to  reprove,  to  correct,  to  instruct  ?    Is  the  end 
of  all  this  economy,  to  make  a  Christian  man,  yea,  a  Chris-« 
tian  bishop  perfect  ?  Can  he  by  this  dispensation  be  thoroughly 
furnished  unto  all  good  works,  and  that  '  by  faith  in  Jesus 
Christ?'    If  so,  then  this  is  the  true  principle,  the  apostolical 
way,  the  way  of  God,  the  way  of  salvation :  and  if  Scriptures, 
tiie  books  written  by  the  finger  of  God  and  the  pen  of  apos- 
tles, can  do  all  this,  then  they  are  something  more  than  '  ink 
varied  into  divers  figures,  unsensed  characters,'  and  I  know 
not  what  other  reviling  epithets  J.  S,  is  pleased  to  cast  upon 
them. 

"  Yea,  but  all  this  is  nothing,  unless  we  know  that  Scrip- 
tures are  the  word  of  God,  that  they  were  written  by  the 
apostles;  and  of  this  the  Scriptures  cannot  be  a  witness  in 
their  own  behalf:  and  therefore  oral  tradition  must  supply 
that,  and  consequently  is  the  only  first  and  self*evident 
principle ;"— tTo  this  I  answer;  that  it  matters  not,  by  what 
rf^eans  it  be  conveyed  to  us  that  the  Scriptures  are  the  word 
of  God.  Oral  tradition  is  an  excellent  means ;  but  it  is  not 
that  alone,  by  which  it  is  conveyed.  For  if,  by  oral  tradi- 
tion, he  means  the  testimony  of  the  catholic  church ;  it  is  the 
best  external  ministry  of  conveyance  of  this,  being  a  matter 
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of  fact,  and  of  so  great  concernment.  To  which  the  testi^ 
mony  of  our  adyersdries,  Jews  and  heathens,  adds  no  small 
moment;  and  the  tradition  is  also  conveyed  to  us  by  Tery 
many  writings.  Bat  when  it  is  thus  conveyed,  and  that  the 
church  does  believe  them  to  be  the  word  of  God,  then  it  is 
that  I  inquire,  whether  the  Scripture  cannot  be  a  witness  to 
us  of  its  own  design,  fulness,  and  perfection.  Certainly  no 
principle  is  more  evident  than  this,  none  more  sure  and  none 
before  it ;  Whatever  God  hath  said  is  true,  and  in  Scripture 
God  did  speak,  and  speak  this ;  and  therefore  this  to  us  is  a 
first,  at  least,  an  evident  principle.  > 

Yea,  but  if  this  proposition, '  that  the  Scriptures  are  the 
word  of  God,'  is  conveyed  to  us  by  oral  tradition,  this'  must 
needs  be  the  best  and  only  principle ;  for  if  it  be  trusted  for 
the  whole,  why  not  for  every  particular.  This  argument 
concludes  thus :  This  is '  the  gate  of  the  house,  therefoni 
this  is  all  the  house.  Every  man  enters  this  way ;  and  there- 
fore this  is  the  hdll  and  the  cellar,  the  pantry  and  dining* 
room,  the  bed-chambers  and  the  cocklofts.  But  besides  the 
ridiculousness  of  the  argument,  there  is  a  particular  reason 
why  the  argument  cannot  conclude :  the  reason  in  brief  is 
this,  because  it  is  much  easier  for  any  man  to  carry  a  letter; 
than  to  tell  the  particular  errand;  it  is  easier  to  tell  one 
thing,  than  to  tell  ten  thousand ;  to  deliver  one  thing  out  of 
our  hand,  than  a  multitude  out  of  our  mouths ;  one  matter 
of  fact,  than  very  many  propositions ;  as  it  is  easier  to  convey 
in  writing  all  TuUy's  works,  than  to  say  by  heart,  with  truth 
and  exactness,  any  one  of  his  orations.  That  the  Bible  was 
written  by  inspired  men,  God  setting  his  seal  to  their  doc- 
trine, confirming  by  miracles  what  they  first  preached,  and 
then  wrote  in  a  book,  this  is  a  matter  of  fact,  and  is  no 
otherwise  to  be  proved  (unless  God  should  proceed  extra- 
ordinarily and  by  miracle)  but  by  the  testimony  of  wise 
men,  who  saw  it  with  their  eyes,  and  heard  it  with  their 
ears,  and  felt  it  with  their  hands.  This  was  done  at  first, 
then  only  consigned,  then  witnessed,  and  thence  delivered. 
And  with  how  great  success,  and  with  the  blessing  of  how 
mighty  a  providence,  appears  it  in  this ;  because  although  as 
St.  Luke  tells  us,  many  did  undertake  to  write  Gospels,  or 
the  declaration  of  the  things  so  surely  believed  amongst 
Christians ;  and  we  find  in  St.  Clement  of  Alexandria,  Origen, 
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St.  IrenteuBy  Athanasius,  Chrysostom,  and  St  Jerome  Hieiw 
tion  made  of  many  Gospels,  as  that  of  the  Hebrews,  the 
Egyptians,  Nazarenes,  Ebionites,  the  Gospel  of  James,  Philip, 
Bartholomew,  Thomas,  and  divers  more,  yet  but  four  only 
were  transmitted  and  consigned  to  the  church;  because  these 
four  only  were  written  by  these  whose  names  they  bear;  and 
these  men  had  the  testimony  of  God,  and  a  spirit  of  truth, 
and  the  promise  of  Christ,  that  the  spirit  should  bring  all 
things  to  their  minds,  and  he  did  so :  now  of  this  we  could 
have  no  other  testimony  but  of  those  who  were  present,  who 
stopped  the  first  issue  of  the  false  Gospels,  and  the  sound  of 
the  other  four  went  forth  into  all  the  world,  according  to 
that  of  Origen;  "Ecclesia  cum  quatuor  tantum  Evangelii 
libros  habet,  per  uniyersum  mundum  Evangeliis  redundat; 
bcBresies  cum  multa  habeant,  unum  non  habent/'  Those 
which  heretics  made  are  all  lost,  or  slighted ;  those  which 
the  Spirit  of  God  did  write  by  the  hands  of  men  divinely 
inspired,  these  abide,  aqd  shall  abide  for  ever.  Now  then 
this  matter  of  fact  how  should  we  know,  but  by  being  told 
it  by  credible  persons  who  could  know,  and  never  gave 
cause  of  suspicion  that  they  should  deceive  us.  Now  if 
J.  S.  will  be  pleased  to  call  this  oral  tradition,  he  may;  but 
that  which  was  delivered  by  this  oral  tradition,  was  not  only 
preached  at  first,  but  transmitted  to  us  by  many  writings, 
besides  the  Scriptures,  both  of  friends  and  enemies.  But 
suppose  it  were  not ;  yet  this  book  of  Scriptures  might  be 
consigned  by  oral  tradition  from  the  apostles  and  apostolic 
men,  and  yet  tradition  become  of  little  or  no  use  after  this 
consignation  and  delivery.  For  this  was  all  the  work  which 
of  necessity  was  to  be  done  by  it ;  and  indeed  this  was  all 
that  it  could  do  well. 

1.  This  was  all  which  was  necessary  to  be  done  by  oral 
tradition ;  because  the  wisdom  of  the  Divine  Spirit  having 
resolved  to  write  all  the  doctrine  of  salvation  in  a  book,  and 
having  done  it  well  and  sufficiently  in  order  to.  his  own  gra- 
cious purposes  (for  who  dares  so  much  as  suspect  the  con- 
trary ?),  there  was  no  need  that  oral  tradition  should  be  kept 
up  with  the  jointure  of  infallibility,  since  the  first  infallibility 
of  the  apostles  was  so  sufficiently  witnessed,  that  it  convinced 
the  whole  world  of  ChrisUaus ;  and  therefore  was  enough  to 
consign  the  Divinity  and  perfection  of  this  book  for  ever. 
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Foir  it  wft8  ia  this  as  in  the  doctrine  itself  contained  in  the 
Scriptures ;  God  *'  confinned  it  by  signs  following ;"  that  is, 
by  signs  proving  that  the  apostles  spake  the  mind  of  God ; 
the  things  which  they  spake,  Were  proved  and  believed  for 
ev.er^  bnt  then  the  signs  .went  away^  and  left  .a  permanent 
and  eternal  event  So  it  is  in  the  infallible  tradition  delivered 
by  the.  apostles  and  apostolic  age,  concerning  the  Scriptures 
being  the  word  of  God;. what  they  said. was  confirmed  by 
ail  that  testimony, .by  which  they  obtained  belief  in  tha 
church,  to  their  persons  and  doctrines;  but. when  they  had 
ooce  delivered  this,  there  needed  no  remaining  miracle,  and 
entail  of  infallibility  in  the  church,  to  go  on  in  the  delivery 
of  this;  for  by  that  time  that  all  the  apostles  were  dead,  and 
the  infallible,  spirit  was .  departed,  the  Scriptures  of  the 
Giwpels  were,  believed  in  all.  the  world,  and  then.it  was  not 
ordinarily  possible  ever  any  more  to  detract  faith  from  that 
book ;  and  then  for  :the  transmitting  this,  book  to  a(ter-ages, 
the  Divine  .{MTovidence  needed  no  other  course,  but  the  ordi- 
nary ways  of  man,  that  is,  right  reason,  common  faithfulness, 
the  interest  of  souls,  believing  a  good  thing,  which  there  was 
and  could  be  no  cause  to  disbelieve;  and  an  universal  consent 
of  all  men,  that  were  any  ways  concerned  for  it,  or  against 
it ;  and  this  not  only  preached  upon  the  house-tops,  but  set 
down  also  in  very  many  writings.  This,  actually  was  the 
way  of  transmitting  this  book,  and  the  authority  of  it,  to 

after-ages  respectively.  

These  things  are,  of  themselves,  evident;  yet  because 
J.  S.  still  demands  we  should  set  down  some  first  and  self- 
evident  principle,  on<. which  to  found  the  w;hQle  procedure, 
I  shall  once  more  satisfy  him;  and  this  is  a  firsthand  self- 
evident  principle, '  whatsoever  can  be  spoken^  can  be  written ;' 
and  if  it  l>e  plain  spoken,  it  may  be  as  plain  written.    I 
hope  I  need  not  go  about  to  demonstrate  this ;  for  it  is  of 
itself  evident,  that  God  can  write  all  that  he  is  pleased  to 
speak ;  apd  all  good  scribes  can  set  down  in  writing  what- 
soever another  tells  them ;  and  in  his  very  words  too,  if  he 
please,  he  can  as  well  transcribe  a  word  spoken,  as  a  word 
written.    And  upon  this  principle  it  is  that  the  protestanta 
believe,  that  the  words  of  Scripture  can  he  as  easily  under- 
stood,  after  they  are  written  in  a  book, — ^as  when  they  were 
spoken  in  the  churches  of  the  first  Christians ;  and  the  apos* 
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ties  and  evangelists  did  write  the  life  of  Christy  his  doctrines, 
the  doctrines  of  faith,  as  plain  as  they  did  speak  them^  at 
least  as  plain  as  was  necessary  to  the-  end  for  which  they 
were  written,  which  is  the  salvation  of  our  souls.  And  what 
necessity  now  can  there  be,  that  there  should  be  a  perpetual 
miracle  still  current  in  the  church,  and  a  spirit  of  infallibility 
descendant  to  remember  the  church  of  all  those  things,  which 
are  at  once  set  down  in  a  book,  the  trutli  and  authority  of 
which  was  at  first  proved  by  infallible  testimony,  the  memory 
and  certainty  of  which  is  preserved  amongst  Christians  by 
many  unquestionable  records  and  testimonies  of  several 
natures  ? 

As  there  was  no  necessity  that  an  infallible  oral  tradition 
should  do  any  more  but  consign  the  books  of  Scripture ;  so 
it  could  not  do  any  more,  without  a  continual  miracle.  That 
there  was  no  continued  miracle  is  sufficiently  proved,  by 
proving  it  was  not  necessary  it  should ;  for  that  also  is  ano- 
ther first  and  self-evident  principle,  that '  the  all-wise  God 
does  not  do  any  thing,  much  less  such  things  as  miracles,  to 
no  purpose,  and  for  no  need.'  But  now  if  there  be  not  a 
continued  miracle,  then  oral  tradition  was  not  fit  to  be  trusted^ 
in  relating  the  particulars  of  the  Christian  religion.  For  if 
in  a  succession  of  bishops  and  priests,  from  St.  Peter  down 
to  pope  Alexander  VII.  it  is  impossible  for  any  man  to  be 
assured  that  there  was  no  nuljity  in  the  ordinations,  but  in- 
sensibly there  might  intervene  something  to  make  a  breach 
in  the  long  line,  which  must,  in  that  case,  be  made  up  as 
well  as  they  can,  by  tying  a  knot  on  it :  It  will  be  infinitely 
more  hard  to  suppose,  but  that  in  the  series  and.  successive 
talkings  of  the  Christian  religion,  there  must  needs  be  infinite 
variety,  and  many  things  told  otherwise,  and  some  things^ 
spoken  with  evil  purposes,  by  such  as  *'  preached  Christ  out 
of  envy ;''  and  many  odd  things  said  and  doctrines  strangely 
represented  by  such  as  **  creep  into  houses,  and  lead  captive 
silly  women :"  It  may  be,  the  bishops  of  the  apostolical 
churches  did  preach  right  doctrines  for  divers  ages;  but  yet 
in  Jerusalem,  wliere  fifteen  bishops  in  succession  were  cir- 
cumcised, who  can  tell  how  many  things  might  be  spoken  ia 
justtfiioation  of  that  practioei  which  might  secretly  undervalue* 
the  apostolical  doctrine.  And  where  was  the  oral  tradition 
then  of  Uiis  proposition  :  "  If  ye  be  circumci&ed,  Christ  shall* 
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,*pro6t  you  nothing?'*  .But,  however,  though  the  bishopd 
^id  preach  all  the  doctrine  of  Christ ;  y^  these  sermons  were 
4old  to  them  that  were  absent,  by  others  who,  it  may  be, 
might  mistake  something,  and  understand   them  to   other 
senses  than  was  intended.    And  though  infallibility  of  testi- 
fying might  be  given  to  the  church,  that  is,  to  the  chief 
mlers  of  it  (for  I  hope  J.  S.  does  not  suppose  it  subjected 
in  every  single  Christian  man  or  woman),  yet  when  this  testi* 
-mony  of  theirs  is  carried  abroad,  the  reporters  are  not  always 
infallible:  and  let  it  be  considered,  that  even  now,  since 
Christianity- hath  been  transmitted  so  many  ages,  and  tfaer^ 
are  so  many  thousands  that  teach  it,  yet  how  many  hundreds 
of  these  thousands  understand  but  very  little  of  it,  and  there- 
fore tell  it  to  others  but  pitifally  and  imperfectly ;  so  that  if 
God,  in  his  goodness,  had  not  preserved  to  us  *'  the  surer 
word*'  of  the  prophetical  and  evangelical  Scriptures,  Chris- 
tianity would,  by  this  time,  have  been  a  most  strange  thing ; 
"  litem  scripta  manet.''    As  to  the  apostles  while  they  lived, 
it  was  so  easy  to  have  recourse,  that  error  durst  not  appear 
with  an  open  face,  but  the  cure  was  at  hand :  so  hav6  the 
apostles,  when  they  took  care  to  have  Something  left  to  the 
churches  to  put  them  in  mind  of  the  precious  doctrine ;  they 
put  a  sure  standard,  and  fixed  a  rule  in  the  church,  to  which 
all  doubts  might  be  brought  to  trial,  and  against  which  all 
heresies  might  be  dashed  in'  pieces.    But  we  have  lived  to 
see  the  apostolical  churches  rent  from  one  another,  and 
teaching  contrary  things,  and  pretending  contrary  traditions, 
and  abounding  in  several  senses,  and  excommunicating  one 
another ;  and  it  is  impossible,  for  example,  that  we  should  see 
the  Greeks  going  any  whither,  but  to  their  own  superior  and 
their  own  churches  to  be  taught  Christian  religion ;  and  the 
Latins  did  always  go  to  their  own  patriarch,  and  to  their 
own  bishops  and  churches;  and  it  is  not  likely  it  should  be 
otherwise  now,  than  it  hath  been  hitherto,  that  is,  that  they 
foUowthe  religion  that  is  taught  them  there,  and  the  tradition 
that  is  delivered^  by  Iheir  immediate  superiors.     Now  there' 
being  so  vast  a  difference,  not  only  in  the  great  churches,' 
but  in.  several  ages,  and  in  several  dioceses,  and  in  single 
priests,  every  one  understanding  as  he  can,  and  speaking  as 
he  please,  and  remembering  as  he  may,  and  expressing  it 
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accordiDglyy  and  the  people  also  undentanding  }t  by  halves, 
and  telling  it  to  their  children,  sometimes  ill,  sometimes  not 
at  all,  and  seldom  as  they  should ;  and  they  who  are  taught, 
neglecting  it  too  grossly,  and  attending  to  it  very  carelessly, 
and  forgetting  it  too  quickly ;  and  which  is  worse  yet,  men 
expounding  it  according  to  their  interests,  or  their  lusts,  out 
of  faction,  or  as  they  are  misled,  and  then  report  it  accord- 
ingly :  These,  and  a  thousand  things  more,  convince  us  of 
the  easiness  of  being  deceived  by  oral  tradition  of  doctrines^ 
which  can  insensibly  and  unavoidably  be  changed,  in  great 
differences  and  mistakes;  but  can  never  suffer  any  const* 
dering  person' to  believe,  that  mouth^delivery  is  a  better  way 
of  keeping  records  than  writing  in  a  book. 

So  that  now  I  wonder  that  J.  S.  is  pleased  to  call  tradition's 
certainty,  the  ''  first  principle  of  controversy  \*[  the  pretence 
of  it  is  indeed  the  mother  and  nurse  of  controversy ;  for  in 
the  world  there  is  not  any  thing  more  uncertain  than  the 
report  of  men's  words.  How  many  men  have  been  undone 
by  mistaken  words  ?  And  it  is  well  remembered,  that  in  the 
last  unhappy  parliaments,  a  gentleman  was  callied  to  the  bar 
for  speaking  words  of  truth  and  honesty,  but  against  the 
sense  of  the  house :  the  words  were  spoken  in  a  great  as- 
sembly, before  many  yritnesses;  curious  and  malicious  ob* 
servers  spoke  at  that  very  time;  and  yet  when  the  words 
were  questioned,  they  could  not  agree,  what  they  were ; 
and  consequently  the  sense  of  them,  might  be  strangely 
altered,  since  a  word,  the  misplacing  of  a  wprd,  an  accent^ 
a  point,  any  ambiguity,  any  mistake,  might  change  the 
j(snse :  well,  upon  tins  accident  the  Speaker  called  to  a  gen- 
tleman, whom  he  had  observed  to  write  the  words ;  i^nd  to 
him  they  appealed,  and  he  told  them  that  which  I  supposed 
was  said,  but  wholly  differing  from  them  that  spake  it,  the 
traditionary  part  of  the  parliament. 

All  the  rest  which  J.  S.  says  in  his  First  Way,  is  nothing 
but  a  strange  and  arrogant  bragging,  which  as  it  is  incoiu 
sistent  vrith  the  modesty  of  a  Christian,  so  it  is  an  ill  sign  of 
a  sober  and  wise  conviction ;  for  if  he  had  demonstrated  the 
certainty  of  oral  tradition,  he  needed  no  such  noises;  they 

•  '  f  1641. 


TH«>INTaODVCTIO}^i  277 

that  gpeak  traest^  malte  the  least  stir,  and  when  t^  are  at' 
pe^ce  in  tike  truth  of  the  tliiog,  they  ape  pl«ei8ed  ilt  is  well, 
and  so  they  leave  it  to  prevail  by  its  native  strengtHs. 

Bat  after  all  this  noise  made  ^y  J.  IS.,  why  is  he  so  fierce 
to  call  ipe  to  first  and  self-evident  principles?  Does  any 
schooLof  philosophy  do  so  in  their  systems  and  discourses? 
Are  there  not  in  every  science  divers  '  preecognita/  things  to 
be  *  presupposed'  and  believed,  Wfore  we  can  piove  any 
thing  ?  It  is  reasonable,  when  I  reprove  any  vicious  persob 
for  dishonouring  God^  and  dissuade  him  firom  hts  wicked 
courses^  that  he  should  tell  me  he  will  not  be  dissuaded 
by  my  fine  words,  but  if  I  will  go  to  principles  and  first 
grounds,  he  will  hear  me;  and  I  must  first  prove  what 
*  dishonouring'  is«  and  '  how  Ood  can  be  dishonoured/  and 
whether  it  be  only  by  fiction  of  law,  mot  otMovo/uof,  and  by 
way  of  condescension  it  is  so  said ;  and  yet  after  all  this,  I 
must  prove  that  '  God  does  care  at  all,  whether  the  man^ 
say  such  things  or  no ;'  or  lastly,  I  must  prove  that  ^  thereis 
a  God/  before  he  can  suffer  m^  to  reprove  him  upon  siidh 
ungrounded  discourses.  Theology,  and  the  science  of  the 
Scriptures,  suppose  divers  grounds  laid  down  before  and 
believed;  and,  therefore,  it  were  a  wild'  demand,  thai,  in 
every  book,  we  should  make  a  logical  system,  or  a  formal 
inialysis  of  all  our  discourses,  ana  make  a  map  descri{)ing 
all  die  whole  passage  from  the  first  truth,  to  the  present 
affirmative. 

But  if  J.  S.  will  but  consider  what  the  design  of  *'The 
Dissuasive'  was,  and  that  the  purpose  of  it  was  to  prove, 
that  the  doctrine  of  popery  as  such,  is  wholly  an  mnovation, 
neither  catholic  nor  apostolic ;  there  was  no  need  of  comthg 
to  any  other  first  grounds,  but  to  show  the  time  when  the 
Roman  propositions  were  not  catholic  doctrines,  and  when 
ihey  began. to  be  esteemed  so.  These  things  are  matters  of 
fact,  and  need  no  reduction  to  any  other  first  principles,  but 
the  credible  testimony  of  men  fit  to  be  believed.  But  ydt 
because  I  will  humour"  J.  S.  for  this  once :  even  here  also 
'^The  Dissuasive'  relies  upon  a  first  and  self-evident  principle 
as  any  is  in  Christianity ;  and  that  is,  **  Quod  pritnum, 
verum."  And,  therefore,  if  I  prove  that  the  Roman  doctrines 
now  controverted,  were  not  **  at  first,"  but  came  in  after- 
wards, then  I  have  built  *  The  Dissuasive'  aright;  and  now 
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I  hare  pointed  it  out,  and  have  already  in  part,  and,  in  the 
fallowing  book,  have  more  largely  done  it ;  Uierefore,  I  hope 
J.  S.  will  be  a«  good  aa  his  word«  and  *^  yield  himself  ab- 
solutely confuted.''  But  because  there  are  some  other 
reasons  incliuiug  me  to  think  he  will  not  perform  his  promise, 
and  particularly  **  because  of  the  ill-naturedness  of  his  own 
principles,"  (that  I  may  use  his  own  expression  in  his  post- 
script) ;  yet  if  I  hare  failed  in  my  proofs,  it  is  not  for  want 
of  clear  and  evident  principles,  but  of  right  deductions  from 
them ;  and,  therefore,  he  is  mistaken  in  his  First  Way  of 
ndining ;  and  whether  there  be  any  defect  in  any  thing  dse, 
will  be  put  to  trial  in  the  sequel :  in  the  mean  time,  the  lion 
ie  not  so  terriUe  as  he  is  painted. 

The  Second  Way. 

■ 

In  the  next  places  I  shall  try  his  second  mine ;  and  believe 
I  shall  find  it  big  with  a  *  brutum  fulmen  ^ '  and  that  it  can 
do  no  hurt  but  make  a  noise,  and  scare  the  boys  in  the 
neighbourhood*  . 

For  now,  though,  in  the  ^First  Way,  he  blamed  me  for 
relying  upon  no  first  and  self-evident  principle;  in  the 
second,  he  excludes  me  from  all  right  of  using  any,  unless  I 
will  take  his.  He  says,  '^  I  have  no  right  to  allege  Scrip- 
tures or  Others,  councils  or  reason,  history  or  instances." 
But  why,  I  pray?  ''  It  is  done  thus:  All  discourse  sup- 
poses that  certain  upon  which  it  builds."  That  is  his  first 
proposition ;  what  he  makes  pf  it  afterwards  we  shall  see :  in 
the  mean  time,  he  may  consider,  that  though  all  his  dis- 
courses suppose  tbajt  certain  pn  which  they  build,  because 
his  geese  are  swans,  and  his  arguments  are  demonstrations, 
yet  there  are  many  wiser  discourses  which  rely  upon  probable 
arguments :  and  so  does  a  moral  demonstration ;  and  such  a 
great  wit  of  France,  Mr.  Silbon,  supposed  to  be  his  best  way 
of  proving  the  immortality  of  the  soul.  Now  this  is  nothing 
but  a  coacervation  of  many  probabilities,  which,  according  to 
the  subject  matter,  (as  not  being. capable  of  any  other  way  of 
probation)  amounts. to. the  effect. of  a  demonstration.  And 
however  this  gentleman  looks  big  upon  it,  the  infallibility  of 
the  church  of  Rome  is,  by  the  wisest  of  his  own  party, 
acknowledged  to  rely  but  upon  prudential  motives ;  and  he 
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b  a  madmfuiy  says  Aristotle,  who»  in  some  oases  (in  which 
yet  a  man  may  discoune  wisely  enough),  looks  for  any  mocci 
than  arguments'  of  a  high  probability.  But  what  does  J.  S. 
think  of  arguments  *  ad  homineia?'  Do  they  suppose  that 
certauny  which  they  build  upon  ?  or,  if  they. do  not,  can  there 
be  no  good  discoutsesinade  upon  them?  What  are  the  wise 
con8ttItiBition.8  of  states  and  councils?  Do  they  always  dis- 
course foolishly  when  they  proceed .  and  argue  but  upon 
probabilities  ?  Nay,  what  does<  J.  S.  think  of  general  coun- 
cilsy  who  are  fallible  in  their  premises,  though  pght  in  thfir 
condosicnis?.  Do  their  conclusions  suppose  tbeit  pireinise^^ 
upon  which  they  build  th^ir  conclusions,  to  be  certain  ?  If 
not,  then  J.  S.  hath  affirmed  weakly^  that  all  dtsccnirae  sup* 
poses  diat  certain  upon  whidi  it  builds. 

Well!  but  ho«^  does  he  build  upon  this  rotten  foandation^ 
who  hath  already,  in  this  very  procedure,^  confuted  his  fol-^ 
lowing  discourse^  as  being  such  which  does  not,  I  am  sure^ 
ought  not  (as  appears  by  the  reasoas  I  have  brought  against 
it)  suppose  that  certain  on  which  it  is  built:  *^  Thus,  if 
tradition,  cnr  the  way  of  conveying  down  -matters  of&ctliy 
die  formier  ageis  testifying,  can  fail,  none  of  these,  viz.  Scrip- 
ture,  reason,  history,  fathers,  councils,  yea,  instances,  are 
certain.^  This  is  his  assumption ;  and  this^  besides  that  it 
is  false,  is  zi&b  to  hone  of  his  purposes.:  1.  It  is  fake ;  for 
suppose  tradition,  be  not  certain>.how  must  'all  reason' 
therefore  fail?  For,  first,  there  must  be  some  reason  pre- 
supposed, before  the  certainty  of  tradition  can  be  established ; 
and  if  there  be  not,  why  does  J.  S.  offer,  at  a  demonstiatixiB 
reason,  to  prove  the  certainty  of  tradition?  though,  if  there 
be  no  better  reasons  for  it  than  he  hath  yet  shown,  his  reason 
and  tradition  fail  together.  2.  Supposing  traditicua  should 
fail,  yet  there  may  be  reasons  given  for  the  excellency  of 
Cht*istiahity,  which,  as  they  confirm  Christians  in  their  faith, 
and. beget  love  to  the  articles,  so  they  may  be  sufficient  to 
invite  even  the  wiser  heathens  to  considet  iit^  and  choose  it. 

But  then  suppose,  that  these  things  should  be  .uncertain 
upon  the  supposal  of  the  uncertainty  of  tradition  of  matters 
of  fact,  yet  it  will  avail  J.  S.  nothing;  for  it^willJonlyfoUow, 
that  then  **  those  things  which  only  rely  upon  that  matter  of 
fact,"  are  not  demonstratively  certain ;  but  thougii  :it  may 
fiiil  '  in  some  things,'  it  may  be  ^  right  in  others ;'  sftd  we 
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may  hurt  teBMon  for  one,  and  hot  for  another,  and  theti 
either  thoiSe  things  mnat  be  protred  some  other  way»  or  dte 
they  can  be  believed  but  only  bo  far  as  the  first  topic  will 
extend ;  which  yet,  though  so  uncertain  as  not  to  be  in&lUbh 
or  demonstfatiTe,  may  be  bertain  enough  to  makeToea 
believe,  and  live  and  die  accordingly.  For  if  we  have*  no 
better,  Ood  requires  no  better,  and  by  theoe  things  will  bring 
his  purposes  to*  pass ;  and  if  this  were  not  true,  what  will 
become  of  the  latty,  and  the  many  ignorant  priests  of  him 
own  church,  who  do  not  rely  upon,  the  certainty  of  uiiiversd 
ttadition,  but  the  single  testimony  of  their  partots  or  their 
parish  priest  ?    But  of  thii  afterwards. 

But  to  come  closer  to  the  thing :  Suppose  tradition  ^ 
fact  be  certain  (for  so  it  iri  in  many  instances,  and  if  it  be 
universal,  it  will  be  allowed  to  be  ^  in  all);  yet  it  is  but  so 
certain,  that  yet  there  is  a  natural  possibility  that  itsbMU 
be  false;  and  it' is  possible  that  whtEt  the  generality  of  one 
sort  of  men  do  jointly  testify,  may  yet  be  found  fahe,  or  «t 
least  uncettain;  as  the  burial  of  Mahomet  in  Mecca,  and 
his  being  attracted  by  a  loadstone,  of  which  the  Mahometans 
have  a  long  and  general  tradition,  at  least  we  in  Christendom 
are  made  to  believe  so;  and  if  it  be  not  so^  yet  it  is  naturally 
possible  that  they  ^<yuld  all  believe  and'teach'a  Ke,  and 'they 
actually  do  so ;  yet  I  will  allow  ecclesiastical  csatholic  'Irfr* 
dition,  speaking  morally,  to  be  certain  and  indUbitaUs ;  and 
that  if  this' should  fail,  much  of  our  comfort  and  eertamty-of 
adherenbe  to  Christian  religion  would  fail  with  it ;  but  tiieti 
it  is  to  be  considered,  that  the  certainty  of  tradition  inrhich  is 
i^lowed,  is  but '  in  matters  of  fact,  tiot  in  doctrines,'  because 
the  fact  may  be  one,  the  doctrines  many ;  that  sooti  remem* 
bered,  these  soon  forgotten ;  that  perceived  4)y  senise,  these 
mistaken  and  misunderstood ;  and  though  it  is  very  credibly 
reported  and  easily  believed,  that  Jillins  Cteskr  wall  killed  te 
the  senate,  yet  all  that  he  said  that  day,  and  all  the  unwritten 
orders  he  made,  and  all  his  orations;  will  not,  cannot,  so  eaiBity 
be  trusted  upon  oral  tradition.  So  that  oral  tradition  is  a 
good  ministry  of  oonveying  a  recOTd,  %ut  it  is'  not  the  beat 
record ;  and  the  principal  office  of  oral  tradition  is  done 
when  the  record  is  verified  by  it,  when  the  Scripture  is  con- 
signed; and  though  still  it  is  useful,  yet  it  is  not  still  so 
necessary :  for  when,  by  tradition  or  oral  testimony,  we  are 
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Mfttited^tt  tbe^  Bible  18  itbe  word  o£  God»  aiidi.tlM  ff^ 
T6c«rd  i^  sa)r«tioti,  thsnt  we  are  tiire  tlielt  God  mho  ^vejiti 
trHl  preserve  it,  or  not  require  ity-^and  he^^that  designed  i^  feci 
ioeh  an  end,  wiii  makeand  keep  it  sufficient  ioi  that  end*,an4 
that  he  hath  done  so  already  is  therefore^  Jiotoiaoto^  bo^psi 
God  Imth  been^  pleased  to  multiply •  the  eoptee,  'Wxi  e^^rap 
the'  contents  of  that. book.witb  the^biggest  interesta.ofoieor 
kind;  that  it  "is  made  impossible,  to  destroy  that.  Divioii 
repository  of  necessary  and  holy  doctrines ;  and  vhed^  the 
Gbristtane  were,,  by  d^the  and  tortures^  assaulted,  to  cause 
tiiem  to  delirev  up  their  Btbtesy^ that  they  might  be.  deetvoyed> 
the  proseoators  prevailed  not  ^  4liey  might,  with  ae  much 
enGceM/'hare  tindertakftn  to  draik  up  the  sea.  .And  that 
Providence  which  keeps  the  whole  fnMU  destmetion*  will  also 
kee^  fldl  ite  neciessary  parts  (from  cormption,  lest  the  work*  of 
God  become  insufficient  to  the  end  of  its  designation;  and 
be  that  'Will  look  for  better  8e<$urityv  than  wse  canihate  from 
<be  certain  knowledge  aBd>  experience!  of  the^  inrallibiii^ 
of  die  Difitte  Providence'  and  never^faiHng  goodness,  must 
erect  a  new  office  of  assurttnce.  ^  ^ 

'The  efiect  oP^is  discourse  imtlnn :  That  oral  tradition 
ttiay  be  very  certain,  and,  Inieomie  ^e^  is  theibestevideiiee 
tre  have  in  matters*  of- Act,  unless  vivhere  wes^  tatight  by 
sense'  or  neveletion ;  and  if  it  were  not  certain,*  wre^shonMrbe 
ilifinitely-  to  sedc  for  notices  ef  thhigs  that  are  past  t  but  this 
ie  but  a  morel  certainty,  though  i)b  be  the  best  we  have;  and 
this  is^  but  in  matters  of  Aict^  not  in  doetrines  and 'Orations,  or 
notions  delivered  in  many  weida;  and  after  all  this,  when 
tradMonf  heith  consigned  an  instrument  orrecerdya  writivg 
or  a  book,'  it  may  then  leave  being  laecemary^  and  when  the 
providence  of  Ood  undertakes'  te^  supply  the  testimony,  of 
mmnythe  change  is'for  our  advantage.' 

Wdtl  Now,  having  eonsidered'tfais  second  pr^positiony  let 
US  seewhat  hie  condneion  is;  tot  that  alsa  hath  s(»iething 
of-  particular  eonsideration)  as 'having  iniit  something  more 
than  Vraa  in  the*  premises.  '  The*conoloston<i8 :  **  Therefore  a 
prertetftaat  or  a'  iwonncer  of  traditibn^'caimoty  withMseaeosi, 
pretend  to  discourse  out  of  any  of  these,''  To  which  I  shall 
reply  these  things:  1.  This  gentleman  whoHy  mistakes  us 
protestants,  as  he  did  the  protestant  religion  when  he  weakly 
forsook  it.    Protestants  are  not  renouncers  of  tradition ;  for 
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we  allow  all  catholic  traditioiui  tbat  can  prove  themsdYes  to 
be  such;  but  we  finding  litde  or  nothing,  (excepting  this, 
that  "  the  Bible  is  the  word  of  Ood/'  and  that  ''  the  Bible 
contains  aU  the  will  of  God  foe  our  salvation,"  all  doctrines 
of  faith  and  life),  little  or  nothing  else,  I  say,  descending  to 
us  by  a  universal  tradition,  therefore  we  have  reason  to 
adhere  to  Scripture,  and  renounce,  as  J.  S.  is  pleased  to  call 
it,  all  pretence  ,of  tradition  of  any  matters  of  faith,  not  plunly 
set  down  in  the  *  Bible. 

But  now,  since  we  renoutoe  no  tradition  but  such  as  is 
dot,  and  cannot  be,  proved  to  be  competent  and  catholic,  I 
hope;  with  the  leave  of  J.  S.,  we  may  discourse  out  of 
Scriptures  and  councils,  fathers  and  reason,  history  and 
instances.    For  we  believe  tradition  when  it  is  credible,  and 
we  believe  what  two  or  three  honest  men  say  upon  their 
knowledge,  and  we  make.no  scruple  to  believe  that  thefe  is 
an  EngUsh  plantation  in  the  Barbadoe^,  because  many  tell 
us  so,  who  have  no  reason  to  deceive  us ;  so  that  we  are  in  a 
very  good  capacity  of  making  use  of  Scriptures  and  councils, 
Sec.    But  I  must  deal  freely,  with  Mr.  S.;  though  we  do 
beheve  these  things  upon  credible  testimony,  yet  we  do  not 
think  the  testimony  i^fidliUe,  and  we  do  believe  many  men 
vfho  yet  pretend  not  .to  infallibility:  and  if  nothing  were 
or^ible  but  what  is  infiJlible,  then  no  man  had  reason  to  be- 
heve his  priest  or  his  father :  we  are  taught  by  Aristotle  that 
that  is  credible,  ^'  Quod  pluribus,  quod  sapientibos,  quod 
omnibus  videtur;"  and  yet  these  are  but  degrees  of  prober 
bility,  and  yfet  are  sufficient  to  warrant  the  transaction  of  all 
human  affilirs,  which,  uoJess  where  God  is  pleased  to  inter- 
pose, are  not  capable  of  greater  assurance.    Even  the  mi-, 
tocles  wrought  by  our  blessed  Saviour,  though  they  were  the 
best  arguments  in  the.  world  to  prove  the  Divinity  of  his 
peirson  and  his  mission,  yet  they  were  but  the  best  argument 
we  needed  and  understood ;  but  although  they  were  infinitely 
sufficient  to  convince  all .  but  the  malicious,  yet  there  were 
some  so  maUcioiu  who  did  not  allow  them  to  be  demonstra^. 
tions,  but  said,  that  he  did  ''  cast  out  devils  by  Beelzebub." 
''  Here  we  live  by  faith  and  not  by  knowledge ;"  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  an  infinite  goodness  of  God  to  give  proofs  sufficient 
for  us,/ and  fitted  to.oiir  natures,  and  proportioned  to  our 
und^vtanding ;  but  yet  such  as. may  neither  extinguish  fiutb. 
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mar  destroy  the  nalnre  ofhope^  wUebf  altbpogli  it  may  be  ao 
oertain  and  snie.  as.  to  be  a  stedfast  "  anchor  of  the  soiiV' 
yet  it  may  hare  in  it  something  o£  natural  uncertainty;  and 
yet  **  fill  us  with  all  comfort  and  hope.in  belieying  :'^  su  that  we 
allow  tradition  to  be  certain  if  it  be  uniyersal,  and  to  be 
credible  according  to  the  degrees  of  its  universality  and  dis* 
interested  simplicity ;.  and,  therefore,  we  have  as  much  right 
to  use  the  Scriptures  ai)d'  fathers,  as  J.  S.  and  all  his  party : 
and  all  his  following  talk  in  the  sequel  of  this  Second  Way, 
xel]ring  upon  a  ground  which  I  have  discoveVed  to  be  false, 
must  needs  fall  of  itself  and  signify  nothing.  But  although' 
this  point  be  soon  washed  off,  yet  I  suppose  the  charge,  which- 
will  recoil  upon  himself,  will  not  so  easily  be  put  by.  For 
though  it  appears,  that  protestants  have  right  to  use  lathers 
and  <xnmoils»  Scriptures  and  reason^  yet  Jv  8.  and  his  little 
convention  of  four  or  five  brothers  of  the  tradition,  have 
dearly  diaentide^  themselves  to  any  use  of  these.  For  if 
the  oral  tradition  of  the  present  church  be  the  infidlible  and 
only  rule  of  faith,  then  there  is  no  oracle  bnt^this  one;  and 
the  decrees  of  coonoils  did  bind  only  in  that  age  they  were 
made,  as  being  part  of  the  tradition  of  that  age ;  but  the» 
mat  age  needed  it  not,  as  giving  testimony  to  itself,  and 
being  its  own  rule*.  And,  therefore,  when  a  question  is  toW 
disputed,  you- can  go  no  whither  to  be  tried  but  to  the  tra* 
ditU>n  of  the  present  church,  and  this  is  not  to  be  proved  by 
a  soties  and  order  of  records  and  succession ;  but  if  you  will 
know  what  was  forperly  believed,  you  must  only  ask,  what 
is  bdieved  now;  for  now  rivers  run  back  to  their  springs 
and  the  lamb  was  to  blame  for  troubling  the  wolf  by  drinking^ 
in  the  descending  river,  for  the  lower  is  now  higher ;  and  you 
are  not  to  prove  by  what  is  past,  that  the  present  is  right, 
but  by  the  present  you  prove  what  was  past,  and  Harry  VIL' 
is  before -Harry- VI.,  and  children  must  teach  their  parents, 
and  therefore,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  in  time  may  be  their  elders; 
But,  by,  this  means,  fatfaeri  and  councils  are  made  of  no  use 
to  these  gentlemen,  who  have  greatly  obliged  the  worid  by 
telling  us  a/  short  way  to  science ;  i^nd  though  our  life  be 
short,  yet  art  is  ~  shorter,  especially  in  our  way,  in  theology ; 
concerning  which  there  needs  no  labour,  no  study,  no  read^ 
tng,  but  to  know  of  the  present  church  what  was  always 
believed,  and  taught^  and  what  ought  to  be  so;  nay,  what 
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WAS.  d(me»  or  what  waa  aaid^  or  what  was  wiiileii,  in  iobe 
told  by  the.  precimt.chiuch,  which,  jwithoBt.finther  trouble, 
«UL infallibly  aaanre  na.  .  And.  upon  thia.  account,  the  jeaoita 
have  got  the  batter  of  the  Janaesiate^  for  though  thaae  men 
weakly  «aDd  Xondly  deny  such  words  to  be  in  Janaemosi  yet 
the»virt«al  church  .can  tell  better^  whether  they.be  or  no  in 
Jaweniua;  or  rather^  ijt  mattACH  jiot.wbejther.  ^ey  be  or  no; 
for  it  being  tb^.pveaent  aen^  of  the  popet  be.may  ptocead  to 
condemnation..  »     .    i 

Bnt  J.  S.  offera  at  aome  reaaon  for  jthia  i/*  For/'  aaith  he, 
**  fathere  being  eminent  .witneaaea>  to  unmediate  poaterity  or 
children,,  of  the.  church'a  .daotrine^  receired,.  and  ooupcila 
representatives  of  th^  chucch ;  their  etrengtha  aa  proofs,— *nBy« 
tlMirirery:.  existence  ia  noi  kno9n|  till  the  notion  of  the 
church  be  .known,,  which  ia  part. of  their  definition,  and  to 
which  they  jelata.''.  This  ia^bvA  part  of  hia.argnment,  which 
I  yet.  moat  «onaider.  apart, .  because  «veiy  pnopoaitiDn  of  hia 
aigumnnt.hath  .in  it  aometbing  Tery  nntrue,;  which  when  I 
have  ^markedf  Lahall. consider  the  whole  of  it  altogeUier. 

.  And  here, first,  I.coiiaid^  thatifc  ia.a  atninge  proposition 
to  aay,. that.''  the  existence  of  ithe.  fathers  is  ^ot  known,  till 
the  notion  or  definitioo.of  the.  chur<^ ,he  known*?,  j^or  who 
ia  thec0  (of  any, knowledge  ixi.any  ttiing  of  :tlns  nainre,  that 
hath  not  heardi  of  &i.  Aastia,.  St*  Jerome,  St.. Ambsose^  or 
St.  Gregory  i  k  The  Sptaniards  MTe  a.  proverb,  **  .there  was 
Aeyet  good  lOglio.  a^ithont  baoon,  nor  good  .sermon,  without 
8t«  Austin ;'' .  and  yet,  1  auppoae^all  the  people  of  Spaia  thsLt 
hear. the  nante  of  jSU  Austin,  it  may  b%  fi^  hundred tiniea 
every  Lent,!  make  no  question  of  thc^  exiateoce.  of  St*  Austin, 
or  that  there  .was,  such  a  man  as  he;  and  yet  Lbelieve,  not 
very,  joany  jq£  them  eaa  tell  .the  .definition  of  the  chureh. 
Thousands  of  th^:people,  and  the  very. boys,  see.(;hepictnrBB 
pf  St*  Austin  sold  in..&irs  .and  markets,  and,  yet  anenotso 
wise  as  to  know  the  notio^.or,nature. of  the  church;  and 
indeed*  many  wiser  people,  botk.among  them  and  us,  will  be 
;iery  much  tp.seek  in  the  *definiti6n,.tvhen  .your  learned  men 
amongst^  yourselyea  diapu^e  what  that  nature  or  definiti$mis. 

But,  it  may  be,  though  J.  S.  put  fathers  and  councils  into 
the  same  proposition,  yet  he  means  it  of  councils  only,  and 
that  ia  the  existence  of  councils  which  is  not  to  be  had  with-r 
ont  the  notion  or  definition  of  church,  and  this  ia  aa  false  aa 
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the  other;  for  what  tradesman  in  Gennanyr Italy*  France,  or 
Spain,  is  not  well  enough  asaured  that  there  was  such  a  thiqg 
as  the  council  of  Tr^nt,?  s^n4.,yqt>tp  ^e.  knowing  of  this,  it 
was  not  necessary  that  they  should  be  told  how  church  is  to 
be  defined.  Indeed  they^  oannot  know,  what  it  is  to*  be 
ehnrch-councilsy  unless , they  know  as  much  of  church  as 
they  do  of  councils.  But  what  think  we?'  Coold  not  men 
know  there  was  a  councilat  Arinxinum  more  numerous  than 
that  at  Nice,  unless  they  had  'the  notion  of  church  ?  Cei^ 
tainly  the  church  was  no  part  of  the  definition  of  that 
council,  nor  did  it  relate^'save  only  as  enemies  are  relatiires 
to  each  other;  and  if  they  be^  yet  it  is  hard  to  say  they 'are 
parts  of  each  other's  definition.  But,  it  may  he,  J.S.  means 
this  saying  of  good  and  catholic  councils :  yet  they  also  may 
be  known  tohaye  been,  without  skill  in  definitions.  Defi« 
nitionff  do  not  tell  '  an  sit,'  but  *  quid*  sit;^  the  first  itf  to  be 
supposed  before  any  definition  is  to  be  inquired  after:     < 

Well!  Bat  how  shall  the  being'  or  natureof  church  ble 
known  ?  That  is  his  second  proposition,  and  tells  as  a  pretty 
thing ;  ''  Nor  is  the  being  or  nature  of  charch  known,  tHl 
it  be  certainly  known,  who'  are  faithfut  or  hav6  true  faith, 
who  not ;  which  must  b^  manifested  by  their  having,  or  not 
having*  the  true  rule  of  faith."  Why,  but  does  the  having 
the  true  rule  of  faith  make  a  man  faithful  ?  Gaanot  a  man 
have  the  true  rule  of  faith*  and  yet  forsake  it*  or  not  make 
use  of  it*  or  '  hide  the  truth  in  unrighteousness?'  .  -Does 
the  having  the  best  antidote  in  the  world  make  a  man 
healthful,  though  he  live  disorderly*  and  make  no  use  of  it? 
But  to  let  thatqpass  among  the  odier  a^a^^iMara*  That  which 
is  more  remarkable  is,  **  That  the  being' or  nature  of  church 
is  not  known*  till  it  be  certainly  known  who  are  faithful  or 
have  true  faith.''  I  had  thought,  that  the  way,  in  the  church 
of  Home*  of  pronouncing  men  faitliful,  or*  to  have  true  faith, 
had  been  their  being  in  the  church*  and  that  adhering  to  the 
church  (whose  being  and  truth  they  must,  therefore*  be 
presupposed  to  believe),  had  been  the  only  way  of  pronoon* 
cing  them  faithful;  which  I  supposed  so  certain  amongst 
men,  that  (hough  Uiey  have  no  faith  at  all,  but  to  believe  as 
the  churc|i  believes,  bad  been  a  sufficient  declaration  of  the 
faith  of  ignorant  men.  But  it  seems  the  tables  are  turned. 
It  is  not  enough  to^  go  to  the  church ;  but  first  they  must  be 
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SitlMreA  thai  they  are  faithfbl,  and  have  true  laith,  before 
they  know  any  thing  of  the  dnirch. 

But  if  the  testimony  of  the  present  chnrch  be  the  only 
rule  of  faith,  as  J.  S.  would  fain  make  us  believe^  then  it  had 
been  truer  said ;  a  man  cannot  know  the  being  or  nature 
of  ftuth,  till  he  be  well  acquainted  with  the  church.  And 
must  the  rule  of  faith  be  tried  by*  the  churdi,  and  must  tiie 
church  be  tried  by  the  rule  of  faith  i  Is  the  testimony  of 
the  church  the  measure  and  touchstone  of  faith,  and  yet 
must  we  hare  the  faith  before  we  have  any  knowledge 
whether  there  be  a  church  or  no  ?  Are  they  botii  first,  and 
both  prove  one  another,  and  is  there  here  no  circle?  But 
however  I  am  glad  that  the  eridence  of  truth  hath  brought 
this  gendeman  to  acknowledge  that  our  way  is  the  better 
way;  and  that  we  must  first  choose  our  religion,  and  then 
our  church;  and  not  first  choose' our' church,  and  then 
blindly  follow  the  reUgion  of  it  whatsoever  it  be.  But  then 
also  it  will  follow  that  J.  S.  hath  destroyed  his  main  hjrpo- 
thesis,  fmd  the  oral  tradition  of  the  present  church  is  not 
'  the  rule  of  faith ;'  for  tiiat  must  first  be  known,  before  we 
can  know,  whether  there  be  such  a  thing  as  the  church  or 
no ;  whose  rule  that  is  pretended  to  be. 

And  now  follows  his  conclusion,  which  is  nought  upon 
other  accounts ;  '*  Wherefore,"  saith  he,  ''  since  the  pro- 
perties of  the  rule  of  faith  do  all  agree  to  tradition  our 
rule,  and  none  of  them  to  theirs,  it  follows  the  protestant 
or  renouncer  of  tradition  knows  not  what  is  either  right 
Scripture,  father  or  council,  and  so  ought  not  to  meddle 
with  either  of  them."  To  this  I  have  already  answered ;  and 
what  J.  S.  may  do  hereafter,  when  he  happens  to  fall  into 
another  fit  of  demonstration,  I  know  not ;  but  as  yet  he  hath 
been  very  far  from  doing  what  he  says  he  hath  done,  that  is, 
^  evidently  proved/  what  he  undertook  in  this  question.  And 
I  suppose  I  have,  in  a  following  section  of  this  book,  evidently 
proved  that' tradition,  such  I  mean  as  the  church  of  Rome 
uses  in  this  inquiry,  leads  into  error,  or  may  do,  as  often  as 
into  tniUi ;  and,  therefore,  though  we  may  and  do  use  tra-' 
dition  as  a-  probable  argument  in  many  things,  and  some 
as  certain  in  one  or  two  things  to  which  in  the  nature  of  v 

the  thing  it  is  apt  to  minister,  yet  it  is  infinitely  far'  from 
being  the  rule  of  faith,  the  whole  Ohristidn  faith. 


THE  INTR0DUCTIOK>  287 

Biit  I  wonder  why  J.  S^  saith,  that,  for  want  of  tfaditiim^ 
we  cannot  know  either  right  Scripture,  fathers  or  ooimoite* 
I  do  not  think  that  by  tradition  they  do  know  dl  the  books 
of  Scriptures.  Do  they  know  by  universal  or  apostolical 
tradition,  that  the  epistle  to  the  Hebrews  is  canonical  Scrips 
tare  ?  The  church  of  Rome  had  no  tradition  for  it  for  above 
four  hundred  years,  and  they  received  it  at  last  from  the 
traditicm  of  the  Greek  church;  and  then  they,  not  the  Roman 
churchy  are  the  great  conservers  of  tradition,  and  they  will 
get  nothing  by  that.  And  what  universal  tradition  can  they 
pretend  for  those  books  which  are  rejected  by  some  coun* 
oils ;  as  particularly  that  of  Laodicea  (which  is  in  the  code 
of  the  universal  church,  and  some  of  the  fathers)^  which  yet 
they  now  receive;  certainly  in  that  age  which  rejected  them, 
there  was  no  catholic  tradition  for  them,  and  those  fathers, 
which  (as  J.  S.  expresses  it)  ''  were .  eminent  witnesses,  to 
their  immediate  posterity  or  children,  of  the  ^church's  doc- 
trine received,^  in  all  likelihood  did  teach  their  posterity 
what  themselves  professed;  and,  therefore,  it  is  possible  the 
fathers  in  that  council  and  some  others  of  the  same  senti- 
ment,  might  join  in  saying  something  which  might  deceive 
their  posterity ;  and  consequently  the  very  ground  of  J.  S.'s 
demonstration  is  digged  up,  for  it  was  very  possible  the 
fathers  might  teach  something  that  contradicts  the  present 
oral  tradition  of  the  church ;  because  when  they  were  alive, 
they  believed  the  contradictory. 

But  further  yet;  can  J.  S.  affirm,  that,  by  the  oral  tra- 
dition of  the  present  church,  we  can  be  infallibly  taught, 
which  books  Were  written  by  the  fathers,  and  which  not?  If 
he  can,  how  haps  it  that  the  doctors  of  his  church  are  not 
agreed  about  very  many  of  them,  some  rejecting  that  as 
spurious,  which  others  quote  as  genuine.  If  he  cannot; 
then  we  may  have  a  title  to  make  use  of  the  fathers,  though 
we  did  renounce  tradition ;  because  by  tradition  certain  and 
infallible  they  do  not  knoW  it ;  and  then  if  either  they  do 
not  know  it  at  all,  or  know  it  any  other  ways  than  by 
tradition,  we  may  know  it  that  way  as  well^as  they,  and 
therefore  have  as  good  a  title  to  make  use  of  them  as 
therhselves.  ^ 

But  the  good  man  proceeds,  "  Since  pretended  instances 
of  tradition's  iaBing  depend  on  history,  and  historical  cer- 
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Udnty  cannot  be  built  upon  dead  cbaracten,  but  on  living 
eense  in  men's  hearts  delivered  from  age  to  age  that  those 
passages  are  true,  that  if »  w.  tradition,  it  follows  that  if  the 
way  of  tradition  can  fail,  all  history  is  uncertain,  and  con- 
sequ^ndy,  all  instances  jas .  being  matters  of  faoft^  depending 
en  history.'*  To  Uiis  I*  answer ;  that*  it  is  troei  that  there 
are  many  instances,  in  which  it  is  certain  that  tradition 
hatii  failed,  as  will  appear  in  the  i  following  section ;  and 
it  is  as  true,  that  the  reoord  of  these  instances  is  kept  in 
books,  which  afe  very  ancient  and  written  by  authors  so 
credible,  that  no  man  questions  the  truth  of  these:  instances : 
now  I  grant  that  we  are  told  by  the  words  delivered  by  our 
forefathers,  that  these  books  were  written  by  such  men;,  bat 
then,. it  'may  be,  oar  ferafatbsra  though  they  kept  the  hooka 
saie»  yet  knew  not  what  was  written  in  them ;-  and  if  aU  the 
contents  of  4be  books  badr  been  left  o^y  to  rely  upon  the 
living  sense  in  their  hearts,* and  the  beasts  of  their  posteii^, 
weshouid-kave  had  but  fews  books, 'and  few  instances  of  the 
faikng  of  tradition,  only^me  great  one  woiald  have  been  left, 
that  is,  the  losing  of  almost  all :  that  that  is  now  recorded 
would  have  been  a  fatal  sign,  that  tradition's  fail  was  the 
c&ase  of  so  sad  a  loss.  It  is  well,  tradition  hath  helped  ua 
to  the  dead  chamctefsi  they  bear  their  living  sense  so  within 
tibemselves,  that  it  is  quickly  understood  when  living  men 
come  to  read  them.  But  now  I  demand  of  J.  S.  whether,  or 
no  historical  certainty  relies  oidy  on  certain  aad  indefectible 
traditioA?  If  itdoesnot,  then  a  man  may  be  certain  enough 
of  the  sacred  history,: though  there  be  no  <?ertain  oral  tca- 
dition  ''built  on  living  sense  in  men's  hearts,  delivered  from 
age  to  age."  If  he  does,  then  I  must  ask  whether  J.  &  doea 
bdieve  Tacitus ;  or  that  there  waa  sucA  a  man  aa  Agricola,  or 
that  the  senate  decreed  that  Nero-shQuld  be  punished  '  more 
majorum.'  If  he  does  believe  these  stories,  and  these  per- 
sons,  then  he  roast  also  coQdude  that  there  is  an  oral  inda* 
fectible  tradition  that  Tacitus  wrote,  this  book,  and  .that  every 
thing  in  that  book  was  written 'by  himy  and  it  remains  at  this 
day  as  it  was  at  first,  and  that  aJl  this  was  not  conveyed  by 
dead  and  unsensed  characters,  hut  by  living  sense. in  our 
hearts.  But  now  it  will  be  very  hard  for  any  man  to  say, 
that  there  is  such  an  infallible  tradition  delivering,  all  tl^ 
Roman  story  which  we  believe  to  be  true.    No  man  pre- 
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tends  that  there  is;  and  therefore,  1.  History  may  be  relied 
on  without  a  certain  indefectible  oral  tradition.  And  2. 
The  tradition  that  consigns  history  to  after-ages  may  be,  and 
is  BO  most  commonly,  nothing  but  of  a  fame  that  such  a  book 
was  written  by  such  a  famous  person  who  lived  in  that  age, 
and  might  know  the  truth  of  what  he  wrote,  and  had  no 
reason  to  lie,  but  was  in  all  regards  a  very  worthy  and  a  cre- 
dible person.  Now  here  is  as  much  certainty  as  need  to  be  ; 
the  thing  itself  will  bear  no  more;  and  almost  all  human 
affairs  are  transacted  by  such  an  economy  as  this ;  and,  there- 
fore,  it  is  certain  enough,  and  is  so  esteemed,  because  it  does 
all  its  intentions,  and  loses  no  advantage,  and  persuades 
effectually,  and  regularly  engages  to  all  those  actions  and 
events,  which  history  conld  do,  if  the  certainty  were  much 
greater.  For  the  certainty  of  persuasion,  and  prevailing 
upon  the  greatest  parts  of  mankind,  may  be  as  great  by 
history,  wisely  and  with  great  probability  transmitted,  as  it 
can  be  by  any  imaginary  certainty  of  a  tradition  that  any 
dreamer  can  dream  of.  Nay,  it  may  be  equal  to  a  demon- 
stration ;  I  mean,  as  to  the  certainty  of  prevailing :  for  a  little 
reason  to  a  little  understanding  as  certainly  prevails,  as  a 
greater  to  a  deep  and  inquisitive  understanding;  and  man- 
kind does  not  need  demonstrations  in  any  case,  but  where 
reason  is  puzzled  with  an  '  eequilibrium,'  and  that  there  be 
great  probabilities  *  hinc  inde.'  And,  therefore,  in  these 
cases  where  is  a  probability  on  one  side,  and  no  appearance 
of  reason  to  the  contrary,  that  probability  does  the  work  of 
a  demonstration.  ^'  For  a  reason  to  believe  a  thing,  and  no 
reason  to  disbelieve  it,  is  as  proper  a  way  to  persuade  and  to 
lead  to  action  as  that  which  is  demonstmted/'  And  this  is 
the  case  of  history,  and  of  instances;  which  though  they 
cannot  (no  not  by  an  oral  tradition)  be  so  certain,  as  that  the 
thing  could  not  possibly  have  been  otherwise;  yet  when 
there  is  no  sufficient  cause  of  suspicion  of  fraud  and  impos- 
ture, and  great  reason  from  any  topic  to  believe  that  it 
is  true,  he  is  a  very  fool  that  will  forbear  to  act  upon  that 
account,  only  because  it  is  possible  that  that  instance  might 
have  been  not  true,  though  he  have  no  reason  to  think  it 
fake.  And  yet  this  foolish  sophism  runs  mightily  along 
in  J.  S.'s  demonstrations,  he  cannot  for  his  life  distinguish 
between  credible  and  infallible ;  nothing  by  him  can  make 
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faith  unless  it  demonstrate ;  that  is,  nothing  can  make  faith 
but  that  which  destroys  it,  by  turning  it  into  science. 

His  last  argument  for  his  Second  Way  of  mining  is  so  like 
the  other,  that  it  is  the  worse  for  it :  *^  Since  reasons  are 
fetched  from  the  natures  of  things,  and  the  best  nature  in 
what  it  is  (abstracting  from  disease  and  madness)  unalterable, 
is  the  ground  of  the  human  part  of  Christian  tradition,  and 
most  incomparable  strength  is  superadded  to  it  as  it  is  Chris- 
tian, by  the  supernatural  assistances  of  the  Holy  Ghost: — 
it  is  a  wild  conceit  to  think  any  piece  of  nature  or  discourse 
built  on  it  can  be  held  certain,  if  tradition  (especially  Chris- 
tian tradition)  may  be  held  uncertain.** 

In  this  jargon, — for  I  know  not  what  else  to  call  it»-^ 
there  are  a  pretty  company  of  nothings  put  together;  that 
indeed  they  are  **  ink  varied  in  divers  figures,  and  unsensed 
characters/'  they  are  nothing  else.  For  1.  It  is  fidse  that 
all  "  reason"  (for  so  he  must  mean,  if  he  would  speak  to  any 
purpose)  "  is  fetched  from  the  natures  of  things ;"  some  rely 
upon  concessions  and  presuppositions  only ;  some  upon  the 
state  of  exterior  affairs,  and  introduced  economies,  or  acci^ 
dental  mesnage  of  things;  some  upon  presumptions,  and 
some  even  upon  the  weaknesses  of  men,  upon  contingencies; 
and  some  which  pretend  to  be  reasons  rely  upon  frlae 
grounds,  and  such  are  J.  S.'s  demonstrations. 

But  suppose  they  did,  as  indeed  the  best  reasons  do, 
what  then?  Why  then,  the  ''  best  nature,'*  that  is,  I  suppose 
he  means  (the  human)  **  unalterable  (abstracting  firom  difr- 
ease  sind  madness)  is  the  ground  of  the  homan  part  of 
Christian  tradition."  This  proposition  hath  in  it  something 
that  is  false,  and  something  that  is  to  no  purpose.  That 
which  is  false  is,  that  **  the  nature  of  man,  unless  he  be  mad 
or  diseased  in  his  brain,  is  unalterable." — As  if  men  could 
hot  be  changed  by  interest  or  ambition,  pride  or  piejudioew 
by  weakness  and  false  apostles,  mistake  or  negligenoe.  And 
by  any  of  these  a  man,  that  naturally  hath  &cultie8  to  under* 
Stand,  and  capacity  of  learning  and  speaking  truth,  may  be 
fio  changed,  that  he  is  very  alterable  fiom  good  to  bad,  from 
Wise  to  foolish,  fro  A  the  knowledge  of  the  truth  to  bdieve  m 
lie,  and  be  transported  by  illusions  of  the  devil :  every  man 
tiaturally  loves  knowledge,  that  is. his  natine;  and  it  is  the 
best  nature;  but  yet  it  is  so  alterabley  that  some  men  who 
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firom  the  principles  of  this  best  nature  are  wilting  to  learn, 
and  they  *  are  ever  learning/  yet  they  are  so  '  altered/  that 
'  they  never  come  to  the  knowledge  of  truth/ 

But  supposing  that  this  best  nature  is  the  ground  of  the 
human  part  of  tradition,  yet  it  is  not  the  ground  of  the 
human  part  of  tradition,  as  it  is  unalterable ;  but  as  it  hath  a 
defectible  understanding,  and  a  free  and  a  changeable  will, 
and  innumerable  weaknesses,  for  th^se  are  so  in  this  best 
nature,  that  it  can  never  be  without  them.  And,  therefore, 
because  this  ground  may  be  slippery,  there  will  be  no  *'  Sure 
Footing"  here:  especially  since  it  is  but  the  ground  of  thei 
human  part  of  tradition ;  for  which  cause  it  can  be  no  more 
ground  of  truth  in  religion,  than  the  Roman  story,  than 
Plutarch  or  Livy  is  of  infallible  indefectible  truth  in  history ; 
and,  therefore,  J.  S.  does  very  wisely  add  to  this,"  The  in- 
comparable strengths  of  the  supernatural  assistances  of  the 
Holy  Ohost/'  But  these  alone  can  be  sufficient,  if  they 
could  be  proved  to  be  given  infellibly,  absolutely,  and  with-* 
out  the  altering  condition  of  our  making  right  use  of  them; 
without  grieving  the  Holy  Spirit ;  of  which  because  there  is 
no  promise,  and  no  experience,  it  is  no  wild  conceit  to  think 
tradition  may  be  uncertain,  and  yet  our  discourses  in  religion 
by  other  principles  be  certain  enough.  But  now  I  perceive 
that  J.  S.  is  no  such  implacable  man,  for  all  the  seeming 
fierceness  of  his  persuasion  in  his  new  mode  of  oral  tra- 
dition, but  that  in  time  he  may  be  reduced  to  the  old  way  of 
this  church ;  and  ground  (as  he  does  mainly  here)  her  infal- 
libility not  upon  new  demonstrations  taken  from  the  nature 
of  things,  but  upon  the  continual  "  assistances  and  helps  of 
the  only  infalHble  Spirit  of  God."  That  indeed  is  a  way 
possible,  if  it  were  to  be  had;  but  this  new  way  hath  neither 
sense  nor  reason  t  and,  therefore,  in  this  place  he  wisely  puts 
the  greatest  stress  upon  the  other.  I  should  have  proceeded 
a  litde  further,  if  I  cotild  have  understood  what  J.  S.  means, 
by  ''  any  piece  of  nature  built  on  tradition ;"  and  if  he  hdd 
not  hete  put  in  the  phrase  of  a  '  wild  conceit,'  I  sho'uld  have 
Wanted  a  name  for  it ;  but  because  it  is  no  other,  I  shall  now 
let  it  alone,  and  dig  into  the  other  mines,  and  see  if  they  be 
more  dangerous  than  these  bugbears. 
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The  Third  Way. 

The  Third  Way  I  must  needs  say  is  a  fine  one.   He  offers  to 
prove  my  Dissuasive  to  be  no  dissuasive,  no,  nor  can  it  be 
a  dissuasive.    And  why?  because  "  to  dissuade,  is  to  unfix 
the  understanding  from  vrhat  it  held  before ;  which  includes 
to  make  it  hold  or  assent,  that  what  it  held  before  certain,  is 
false  or  at  least  uncertain.-'     And   here  before  I  proceed 
further,  it  is  fit  we  acknowledge,  that  we  owe  to  J.  S-  the 
notice  of  these  two  mysteries.     1.  What  is  meant  by  dis- 
suading, and  that  it  is  "  making  a  man  to  change  his  opi- 
nion, and  unfixing  of  his  mind :"  And  the  second,  that  this 
unfixing  the  mind  makes  the  mind  to  '  shake,  or  to  be 
changed,  to  be  uncertain,  or  to  think  the  proposition  fit  to 
be  held  :'  we  being  thus  instructed  in  these  grounds  of  some 
new  designed  demonstration,  may  the  surer  proceed :  for 
wisely  he  adds  a  conjecture,  that  surely  by  my  Dissuasive 
from  Popery,  I  intend  *  to  oblige  men  to  assent  to  the  con- 
trary.'    I  do  believe  indeed  I  did ;  but  my  first  aim  was  to 
dissuade,  that  is,  to  unfix  them,  and  afterwards  to  establish 
tliem  in  the  contrary.    Well !  thus  far  we  are  agreed ;  but 
for  all  this,  ''  The  thing  I  intend  cannot  be  done  by  me ;  I 
cannot  dissuade ;  because  1  have  no  peculiar  method  of  my 
own;"  but  I  use  those  means  which  others  use  to  prove 
errors  by,  and  if  the  way  I  take,  be  common  to  truth  and 
error,  it  is  good  for  nothing,  error  shall  pretend  to  it  aa  well 
as  truth :  I  must  have  a  "  particularity  of  method  above  what 
is  in  others."    Now  this  is  strange,  that  I  should  be  so 
severely  dealt  with;  why  is  more  required  of  me  than  of 
others  ?   I  take  the  same  way  that  the  writers  of  books  of 
controTcrsy  used  to  take;  I  quote  Scriptures,  and  fathers, 
and  histories,  and  instances,  and  I  use  reason  as  well  as  I 
can :  I  find  that  Bellarmine  and  Baronius,  Cardinal  Perron 
and  Gregory  de  Valentia,  Stapleton  and  Hart,  Champtan 
and  Reynolds,  use  the  same  dull  way  as  I  do ;  and  yet  they 
hope  to  persuade  and  dissuade  according  to  the  aubject 
matter^  and  why  my  penny  should  not  be  as  good  silver 
as  theirs  1  know  not ;  but  I  hope  I  sh^U .  know  by  and  by, 
why,  the  true  reason  *why  I  cannot  dissuade,  and  that  **  I 
miscall  my  book  '  a  Dissuasive'  is,  because  t]^e  method 


THE  INTRODUCTION.  293 

which  I  take,  is  "  common  to  those  discourses,  which  have 
in  them  power  to  satisfy  the  understanding,  and  those  who 
have  no  such  power.*'  But  herein  is  a  wonderful  thing,  my 
book  cannot  dissuade ;  because  I  take  a  way  which  is  taken 
in  discourses  which  can  satisfy  the  understanding.  For  if 
some  discourses  proceeding  my  way  can  satisfy  the  under- 
standing, as  J.  S.  here  confesses,  then  it  is  to  be  hoped,  so 
may  mine ;  at  least  there  is  nothing  in  my  method  to  hinder 
it,  but  it  may:  yea,  but  this  method  is  also  used  in  dis- 
courses which  have  no  such  power :  well !  and  what  then  ? 
Is  not,  therefore,  my  method  as  good  a  method  as  can  be, 
when  it  is  the  method  that  all  men  use;  they  that  can 
satisfy  the  understanding,  and  they  that  cannot.  And  is 
there  any  thing  more  ignorant  than  to  think  a  method,  or 
way  of  proof  is  nought,  because  some  men  use  it  to  good 
purposes,  and  some  to  bad?  And  is  light  not  a  glorious 
covering,  because  the  evil  spirit  sometimes  puts  it  on  ?  Was 
not  our  Saviour's  way  of  confuting  the  devil  by  Scripture 
very  good,  because  the  devil  used  the  same  way,  and  so  it 
was  a  **  way  common  to  discourses,  that  have  in  them  the 
power  to  satisfy  the  understanding,  and  those  which  have  no 
such  power." — Titius  is  sued  by  Sempronius  for  a  farm  which 
he  had  long  possessed,  and  to  which  Titius  proves  his  title 
by  indubitable  records,  and  laws,  and  patents.  Sempronius 
pretends  to  do  so  too ;  and  tells  the  judge  that  he  ought  not 
to  regard  any  proof  of  Titius's  offering,  because  he  goes 
upon  grounds  which  himself  also  goes  upon ;  and  so  they 
are  not  apt  to  be  a  ground  of  determining  any  thing,  because 
they  are  common  to  both  sides.  The  judge  smiles,  and 
inquires  who  hath  most  right  to  the  pretended  grounds;  but 
approves  the  method  of  proceeding,  because  it  is  common  to 
the  contrary  pretenders :  and  this  is  so  far  from  being  an 
argument  against  my  method,  that  in  the  world  nothing  can 
be  said  greater  in  allowance  of  it;  even  because  I  proved 
upon  principles  allowed  by  both  sides,  that  is,  I  dispute 
upon  principles,  upon  which  we  are  agreed  to  put  the  cause 
to  trial.  Did  the  primitive  fathers  refuse  to  be  judged  by, 
or  to  argue  from  Scriptures,  because  the  heretics  did  argue 
from  thence  too  ?  Did  not  the  fathers  take  from  them  their 
armour  in  which  they  trusted  ?  And  did  not  David  strike 
with  the  sword  of  Goliath,  because  that  was  the  sworid^ 
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which  his  enemy  had  used?  David  proved  that  way  apt  to 
prevail  by  cutting  off  the  giant'a  head.  Bat  what  particu* 
larityof  method  would  J.  S.  have  me  to  uae?  shall  I  use 
reason  ?  To  that  all  the  world  pretends,  and  it  is  the  sword 
that  cuts  en  both  sides,  and  it  is  used  in  discourses  that  can, 
and  that  cannot  satisfy*  Shall  I  use  the  Scriptures?  in  that 
J;  S.  is  pleased  to  say,  the  Quakers  outdo  me?  Shall  I  use 
the  fathers  ?  The  Smectymnuans  bring  fathers  against  epis- 
oopacy^  What  shall  I  bring  ?  I  know  not  what  yet,  but  it 
ought  to  be  something  very  particular ;  that  is  certain.  Shall 
I  then  bring  tradition  ?  will  oral  tradition  do  it?  I  hope  J.  S. 
will,  for  his  own  and  his  three  or  four  friends'  sake,  like  that 
way.  But  if  I  should  take  it^  J.  S.  might  very  justly  say, 
that  I  take  a  method  that  is  common  to  those  diMSOuraes, 
which  have  in  them  power  to  satisfy  the  understanding,  and 
those  which  have  no  such  power :  whether  this  method  is 
used  or  no  in  discourses  satisfactory,  let  J.  S.  speak ;  but  I 
am  sure  it  is  used  of  late  in  some  discourses,  which  are  not 
satisfactory,  and  the  name  of  one  of  them  is  "  Sure  Footing.'' 
And  do  not  the  Greeks  pretend  tradition  against  the  Roman 
doctrine  of  purgatory^  the  procession  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  the 
supremacy  of  the  bishop  of  Rome  ?  whether  right  or  wrong 
I  inquire  not  here,  but  that  they  do  so  is  evident ;  and,  there- 
fore, neither  is.it  lawful  for  me  to  proceed  this  way,  or  even 
then  to  call,  my  book  '  A  Dissuasive.'— '^  For  it  is  plain  to 
common  sense,  that  it  can  have  in  it  no  power  of  moving  the 
understanding  one  way  or  other,  unless  there  be  some  par- 
ticularity in  the  method  above  what  is  in  others ;"  which  it 
is  certain  can  never  be,  because  there  is  no  method,  but 
some  or  other  have  already  taken  it.  And,  therefore,  I  per- 
ceive plainly,  my  book  is  not  any  more  to  be  called  a  Dis- 
suasive, till  I  can  find  out  some  new  way  and  method,  which 
as  yet  was  never  used  in  Christendom.  And,  indeed,  I  am 
to  account  myself  the  more  unsuccessful  in  my  well  meant 
endeavours,  because  J.  S.  tells  us  '  that  he  sees' plainly,  that, 
in  the  pursuit  of  truth,  '  method  is  in  a  manner  all;'  J.  S. 
hath  a  method  new  enough,  not  so  old  as  Mr.  White,  and 
he  desires  me  to  get  sach  another ;  but  ''  nobis  non  licet 
esse  tarn  beatis ;"  and  I  am  the  less  troubled  for  it,  becaoae 
J.  S.'s  method  is  '  new,'  but  not  '  right,'  and  I  prove  it  from 
an  argument  of  his  own ;  '^  For,"  saith  he,  **  it  is  impossiUa 
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any  controversy  Bhoidd  hover  long  in  debate,  if  «  right 
method  of  concluding  evidently  were  carefully  taken,  and 
faithfully  held  to."  Now  because  I  see  that  J.  S/s  method^ 
or  hew  way,  hath  ttiade  a  new  controversy,  bnt  hath. ended 
none, — but  what  was  before,  and  what  is  now  is  as  likely  as 
ever,  still '  to  hover  in  debate  \*  J.  S.  must  needs  conclude, 
that  either  he  hath  not  faithfully  held  to  it,  or  his  way  is 
good  for  nothing. 

Other  things  he  says  here,  which  though  they  be  rude 
and  uncivil,  yet  because  he  repeats  them  in  his  Sixth  Way,  I 
shall  there  consider  them  altogether^  if  I  find  cause. 

The  Fourth  Way. 

This  fourth  mine  hath,  as  good  luck  would  have  it,  nothing 
of  demonstration,  nor  is  his  reason  founded  upon  the  nature 
of  the  thing,  as  before  he  boasted,  but  only  'ad  hominem.' 
But  such  as  it  is^  it  must  be  considered.    The  argument  is 
this, ''  That  though  I  produce  testimony  from  fathers,  yet  I 
do  not  allow  them  to  be  infallible,  nor  yet  myself  in  inter- 
preting Scripture;  nor  yet  do  I,  with  any  infallible  certainty, 
see  any  proposition  I  go  about  to  deduce  by  reason,  to  be 
necessarily  consequent  to  any  first  or  self-evident  principle, 
and  therefore  I  am  certain  of  nothing  I  allege  in  my  whole 
book."    The  sum  is  this, '  No  man  is  certain  of  any  thing, 
unless  he  be  infallible/    I  c<mfess  I  am  not  infallible,,  and 
yet  I  am  certain  this  must  be  his  meaning,  or  else  his  words 
have  no  sense ;  and  if  I  say  true  in  this,  then  fallibility  and 
certainty  are  not  such  incompossible  and  inconsistent  things. 
But  what  does  J.  S.  think  of  himself?  is  he  infallible  ?    I  do 
not  well  know  what  he  will  answer,  for  he  seems  to  be  very 
near  it,  if  we  may  guess  by  the  glorious  opinion  he  hath  of 
himself;  but  I  will  suppose  him  more  modest  than  to  think 
he  is,  and  yet  he  talks  at  that  rate,  as  if  his  arguments  were 
demonstrations,  and  his  opinions  certainties.    Suppose  his 
grounds  he  goes  upon  are  as  true,  as  I  know  they  are  false ; 
yet  is  he  infallible  in  his  reasoning,  and  deducing  from  those 
principles  such  feat  conclusions,  as  he  ofiers  to  obtrude  upon 
the  world?   If  his  reason. be  infallible,  so  it  may  be,  mine  is 
for  aught  I  know,  but  I  never  thought  it  so  yet;  and  yet  I 
luiow  no  reason  to  the  contrary ;  but  it  is  as  infallible  as 
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his :  but  if  his  be  not»  it  may  be  all  that  he  says  is  false ;  at 
least  he  is  not  sure  any  thing  of  it  is  true ;  and  then  he  may 
make  use  of  his  own  ridiculous  speech  he^  made  for  me» 
**  I  know  not  certainly  that  any  thing  I  say  against  your 
religion,  is  true/'  8cc.  All  the  men  tell  us  that  Cardinal 
Chigi  is  now  pope,  are  fallible,  they  may  be  deceived,  and 
they  may  deceive ;  and  yet  I  suppose  Mr.  White,  though  he 
also  be  fallible,  is  sufficiently  certain  he  is  so ;  and  if  he  did 
make  any  doubt,  if  he  would  sail  to  Italy,  he  would  be  infal- 
Ubly  assured  of  it  by  the  executioners  of  the  pope's  censures, 
who  yet  are  as  fallible  as  any  the  officers  of  Montfalcon. 

But  J.  S.  however  says,  I  ought  to  confess  that  I  ought 
not  to  dissuade  from  any  thing,  '^  in  case  neither  the  fathers' 
nor  myself  be  infallible  in  any  saying  or  proof  of  theirs." 
For  the  infallibility  of  the  fathers,  I  shall  have  a  more  con- 
venient time  to  consider  it  under  his  Eighth  Way.  But  now 
I  am  to  consider  his  reason  for  this  pretty  saying,  which  he 
says, '  he  evinces  thus :'-—''  Since  to  be  infallible  in  none,  *hic 
et  nunc/  (taking  in  the  whole  complexion  of  assisting  cir* 
cumstances)  is  the  same  as  to  be  '  hie  et  nunc/  &llible  in  all 
or  each ;  and  if  they  be  fallible,  or  may  be  deceived  in  each, 
they  can  be  sure  of  none,  it  follows  that  who  professes  the 
fathers  and  himself  (though  using  all  the  means  he  can  to 
secure  him  from  error)  faUible  in  each,  must,  if  he  will  speak 
out  like  an  honest  man,  confess  he  is  sure  of  none.'^  This 
is  the  evident  demonstration,  and  indeed  there  are  in  it  some 
things  evidently  demonstrative.  The  first  is,  that  to  be  in- 
faUible  in  none,  is  the  same  as  to  be  fallible  in  all.  Indeed  I 
must  needs  say,  that  he  says  true  and  learnedly,  and  it  being 
a  self-evident  principle,  he  might,  according  to  his  custom, 
have  afforded  demonstrations  enough  for  this ;  but  I  shall 
take  it  upon  his  own  word  at  this  time,  and  allow  him  the 
honour  of  first  conmiunicating  this  secret  to  the  ignorant 
world;  that  'he  that  is  not  infallible,  is  fallible.'  Another 
deep  note  we  have  here ;  his  words  laid  plain,  without  their 
parentheses,  can  best  declare  the  mystery ;  "  If  they  be  iof- 
fallible,  or  may  be  deceived  in  each,  they  can  be  sure  of 
none ;  it  follows  that  they  that  profess  they  are  falUble  in 
each,  must  confess  they  are  sure  of  none."    If  J.  S.  always 
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write  thus  subtilely,  no  man  will  ever  be  able  to  resist  him : 
for  indeed  this  is  a  demonstration,  and  therefore  we  hope  it 
may  be  'SBtemeB  veritatis/  for  it  relies  upon  this  first  and 
self-evident  principle,  *  idem  per  idem  semper  facit  idem/ 
Now  having  well  learned  these  two  deep  notes  out  of  the 
school,  and  deep  discourses  of  J.  S.,  let  us  see  what  the  man 
would  be  at  for  himself:  and  though  we  find  it  in  his  paren- 
theses only,  yet  they  could  not  be  left  out,  and  sense  be  entire 
without  them. 

When  he  talks  of  being  infallible,  if  the  notion  be  applied 
to  his  church,  then  he  means  an  infallibility,  antecedent, 
absolute,  unconditionate,  such  as  will  not  permit  the  church 
ever  to  err.  And  because  he  thinks  such  an  infallibility  to 
be  necessary,  for  the  settling  the  doubting  minds  of  men ;  he 
affirms  roundly,  if  *  infallibility  be  denied,  then  no  man  can 
be  sure  of  any  thing.' — But  then  when  he  comes  to  consider 
the  particulars,  and  cannot  but  see,  a  man  may  be  certain  of 
some  things,  though  he  have  not  that  antecedent  infal- 
libility, that  quality  and  permanent  grace;  yet  because  he 
will  not  have  his  dear  notion  lost,  that '  infallibility  and  cer- 
tainty live  and  die  together,'  he  hath  now  secretly  put  in  a 
changeling  in  the  place  of  the  first,  and  hath  excogitated  an 
infallibility '  consequent,  conditionate,  circumstantiate,'  which 
he  calls 'hie  et  nunc,' '  taking  in  the  whole  complexion  of 
assisting  circumstances ;'  now  because  the  first  is  denied  by 
us  to  be  in  any  man  or  company  of  men,  and  he  perceives, 
that  to  be  uncertain  in  every  thing,  will  not  be  consequent 
to  the  want  of  this  first  sort,  he  secretly  slides  into  the 
second,  and  makes  his  consequent  to  rely  upon  this  deceit- 
fully. And  if  the  argument  be  put  into  intelligible  terms, 
it  runs  thus :  If  when  a  whole  complexion  of  assisting  cir- 
cumstances are  present;  that  is,  a  proposition  truly  repre- 
sented, apt  to  be  understood,  necessary  to  be  learned,  and 
attended  to  by  a  person  desirous  to  learn,  when  it  is  taught 
by  sufficient  authority,  or  proved  by  evidence,  or  confirmed 
by  reason;  when  a  man  hath  his  eyes  and  his  wits  about 
him,  and  is  sincerely  desirous  of  truth,  and  to  that  purpose, 
himself  considers,  and  he  confers  with  others  and  prays  to 
God  ;  and  the  thing  itself  is  also  plain  and  easy ;  then  if  a 
roan  can  be  deceived,  he  is  sure  of  nothing :  and  this  is  '  in- 
fallibility hie  et  nunc'     But  this  is  not  that  which  he  and 
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Udnty  ctnnot  be  built  upon  dead  characters,  bat  on  Hying 
aense  in  men's  hearts  delivered  from  age  to  age  that  those 
passages  are  true,  that  i^»  on.  tradition,  it  follows  that  if  the 
way  of  tradition  can  fail,  all  history  is  uncertain^  and  con-> 
sequtfntiy,  all  instances  ins. being  matters  af  faoftidepefiding 
en  history."  To  this  I  answer ;  that*  it  is  tfu0$  that  there 
are  many  instances,  in  which  it  is  certain  that  tradition 
hatfi  failed,  as  will  appear  in  the r  following  section;  and 
it  is  as  >true,  that  the  record  of  these  instances  is  kept  in 
books,  which  are  very  ancient  and  written  by  authors  so 
credible,  that  no  man  <)aesftions  the  truth  of  these- instances : 
now  I  grant  that  We  are  told  by  the  words  deliYered  by  our 
forefathers, 'that  these  books  were  writtei^'by  such  men;,  bat 
then,  c  it 'may  be,  oarfrrefathers  though  they  kept  the  books 
safe,  yet  kiiew  not  indial  wim  written  in  them ;-  and  if  all  the 
contents  of  4ba  books  badr  beeii  left  only  to  rely  .upon  the 
liviog  sense  in  their 'hearts,  •and  the  beasts  of  their  posterity, 
weshould-kate  had  butfew^books^Mand  few  instanoesof  the 
ftohng  of  tradition,  oolyMMie  great  one  would  have  been  left, 
thatis^  the  losing  of  almost- lail :  that' that  is  now  recorded 
would  have  been  a  fatal  sign,  that  tmdition^s  failwaa  the 
cause- of  so  sad  a  loss*  It  is  well,  tradition  hath  helped  us 
to  the  dead  characteisi  they  bear  their  living  sense  so  within 
tiiemselves,  tJbat  it  is  quickly  understood  when  living-  men 
come  to  read  them.  But  now  I  demand  of  J.  S»  whether  or 
no  historical  certainty  relies  only  on  certain  and  indefectible 
traditioA?  If  itfdoesnot,  then  a  man  may  be  certain  enough 
of  the  sacred  history,: though  there  be  no  certain  oral  txa- 
dition  **  built  on  living  sense  in  men's  hearts,  delivered  from 
age  to  age."  If  he  does,  then  I  must  ask  whethei:  J.  S.  does 
believe  Tacitus ;  or  -that  there  vras  such  a  man  jas  Agricola,  or 
that  the  senate  decreed  thai  Nero- should  be  punished  *  more 
majorum/  If  he  does  believe  these  stories,  and  these  per* 
sons,  then  he  must  also  conclude  that  there  is  an  oral  inde- 
fectible tradition  thai  Tacitus  wrote,  this  book,  and.that. every 
tiling  in  that  book  was  written^>by  hin^ky  and  it  remains  i^  this 
day  as  it  was  at  first,  and  that  bM  this  was  not  conveyed  by 
dead  and  unsensed  characters,  hut  by  living  sense. in  our 
hearts.  But  now  it  will  be  very  hard  for  any  man  to  say, 
that  there  is  such  an  infallible  tradition  delivering  all  that 
Aoman  story  which  we  believe  to  be  true.    No  man  pre- 
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tends  that  there  is;  and  therefore,  1.  History  may  be  relied 
on  without  a  certain  indefectible  oral  tra:dition.  And  2. 
The  tradition  that  consigns  history  to  after-ages  may  be,  and 
is  so  most  commonly,  nothing  but  of  a  fame  that  such  a  book 
was  written  by  such  a  famous  person  who  lived  in  that  age^ 
and  might  know  the  truth  of  what  he  wrote,  and  had  no 
reason  to  lie,  but  was  in  all  regards  a  very  worthy  and  a  cre- 
dible person.  Now  here  is  as  much  certainty  as  need  to  be  ; 
the  thing  itself  will  bear  no  more;  and  almost  all  human 
aflairs  are  transacted  by  such  an  economy  as  this ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  certain  enough,  and  is  so  esteemed,  because  it  does 
all  its  intentions,  and  loses  no  advantage,  and  persuades 
effectually,  and  regularly  engages  to  all  those  actions  and 
events,  which  history  could  do,  if  the  certainty  were  much 
greater.  For  the  certainty  of  persuasion,  and  prevailing 
upon  the  greatest  parts  of  mankind,  may  be  as  great  by 
history,  wisely  and  with  great  probability  transmitted,  as  it 
can  be  by  any  imaginary  certainty  of  a  tradition  that  any 
dreamer  can  dream  of.  Nay,  it  may  be  equal  to  a  demon- 
stration ;  I  mean,  as  to  the  certainty  of  prevailing :  for  a  little 
reason  to  a  little  understanding  as  certainly  prevails,  as  a 
greater  to  a  deep  and  inquisitive  understanding;  and  man- 
kind does  not  need  demonstrations  in  any  case,  but  where 
reason  is  puzzled  with  an  *  oBquilibrium,'  and  that  there  be 
great  probabilities  '  hinc  inde.'  And,  therefore,  m  these 
cases  where  is  a  probability  on  one  side,  and  no  appearance 
of  reason  to  the  contrary,  that  probability  does  the  work  of 
a  demonstration.  ''  For  a  reason  to  believe  a  thing,  and  no 
reason  to  disbelieve  it,  is  as  proper  a  way  to  persuade  and  to 
lead  to  action  as  that  which  is  demonstrated.'^  And  this  is 
the  case  of  history,  and  of  instances ;  which  though  they 
cannot  (no  not  by  an  oral  tradition)  be  so  certain,  as  that  the 
thing  could  not  possibly  have  been  otherwise;  yet  when 
there  is  no  sufficient  cause  of  suspicion  of  fraud  and  impos- 
ture, and  great  reason  from  any  topic  to  believe  that  it 
is  true,  he  is  a  very  fool  that  will  forbear  to  act  upon  that 
account,  only  because  it  is  possible  that  that  instance  might 
have  been  not  true,  though  he  have  no  reason  to  think  it 
fake.  And  yet  this  foolish  sophism  runs  mightily  along 
in  J.  S/s  demonstrations,  he  cannot  for  his  life  distinguish 
between  credible  and  infallible ;  nothing  by  him  can  make 
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deceiTed,  but  that  he  is  infallible,  as  he  is  the  more  liable  to 
error,  because  by  this  supposed  infallibility  he  is  tempted  to 
a  greater  inconsideration,  so  if  he  be  deceived,  his  recovery 
is  the  more  desperate.  And  I  desire  that  it  be  here  observed, 
that  it  is  one  thing  to  say, '  I  cannot  be  deceived/  and  an* 
other  to  say,  *  I  am  sure  I  am  not  deceived/  For  the  first 
no  man  can  say;  but  the  latter  every  wise  and  good  man* 
may  say  if  he  please ;  that  every  man  is  certain  of  very  many 
things  is  evident  by  all  the  experience  of  mankind ;  and  in 
many  things  this  certainty  is  equivalent  to  an  infallibility, 
that  is, '  hie  et  nunc :'  aud  that  relies  upon  this  ground  (for  I 
must  be  careful  to  go  upon  grounds,  for  fear  of  J.  S.'s  dis- 
pleasure), '' Quicquid  est,  quamdiu  est,  necesse  est  esse;*' 
while  a  truth  prevails,  and  is  invested  with  the  '  whole  com- 
plexion of  assisting  circumstances,'  it  is  an  actual  infallibi- 
lity, that  is,  such  a  certainty  '  cui  falsum  subesse  non  potest ;' 
for  else  no  man  could  tell  certainly  and  infallibly,  when  he 
is  hungry  or  thirsty,  awake  or  weary ;  when  he  hath  com- 
mitted a  sin  against  God,  or  when  he  hath  told  a  lie :  and 
he  that  says  a  fallible  Christian  is  not  infallibly  certain,  that 
it  is  a  good  thing  to  say  his  prayers,  and  to  put  his  trust  in 
God,  and  to  do  good  works,  knows  not  what  he  says. 

But  besides  this,  it  were  well,  if  J.  S.  would  consider 
what  kind  of  certainty  God  requires  of  us  in  our  faith ;  for 
I  hope  J.  S.  will  then  require  no  more.  Our  faith  is  not 
science,  and  yet  it  is  certainty ;  and  if  the  assent  be  according 
to  the  whole  design  of  it,  and  effects  all  its  purposes  and 
the  intention  of  God,  it  cannot  be  accepted,  though  the  ways 
of  begetting  that  faith  be  not  demonstrative  arguments. 
There  had  but  five  or  six  persons  seen  Christ  after  his  re- 
surrection, and  yet  he  was  pleased  to  reprove  their  unbelief, 
because  the  disciples  did  not  believe  those  few  who  said 
they  had  seen  him  alive.  Faith  is  the  foundation  of  good 
life ;  and  if  a  man  believe  so  certainly  that  he  is  willing  to 
live  in  it,  and  die  for  it,  God  requires  no  more,  and  there  is 
no  need  of  more;  and  if  a  little  thing  will  not  do  that,  what 
shall  become  of  those  innumerable  multitudes  of  Christians, 
who  believe  upon  grounds  which  a  learned  man  knows  are 
very  weak,  but  yet  are  to  those  people  as  good  as  the  best, 
because  they  are  not  only  the  best  they  have,  but  they  are 
sufficient  to  do  their  work  for  them.  Nay,  God  is  so  good, 
and  it  is  so  necessary,  in  some  affairs,  to  proceed  so,  that  a 
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man  may  be  certain  he  does  well,  though  in  the  proposition, 
or  subject  matter,  he  be  deceived.  Is  not  a  judge  infallibly 
certain  that  he  does  his  duty,  and  proceeds  wisely,  if  he 
gives  sentence  *  secundum  allegata  et  probata/  though  he 
be  not  infallibly  certain  that  the  witnesses  depose  truth. 
Was  not  St.  Paul  in  the  right,  and  certainly  so,  when  he 
said,  "  it  was  better  for  the  present  necessity,  if  a  virgin  did 
not  marry ;"  and  yet  he  had  no  revelation,  and  no  oral  infal- 
lible tradition  for  it ;  "  this  speak  I,"  saith  he,  *'  not  the 
Lord ;"  and  he  did  not  talk  confidently  of  his  grounds,  but 
said  modestly,  "  I  think  I  have  the  Spirit  of  God  ;**  and  yet 
all  Christians  believe  that  what  he  then  said,  was  infallibly 
enough  true.  '*  We  see  here  through  a  glass  darkly,"  saith 
the  apostle,  and  yet  we  see ;  and  what  we  see  we  may  be 
certain  of,  I  mean  we  protestants  may ;  indeed  the  papists 
may  not,  for  they  denying  what  they  say,  call  bread  a  Qod  : 
so  that  they  do  not  so  much  as  see  darkly,  they  see  not  at 
all ;  or,  what  is  as  bad,  they  will  not  believe  the  thing  to  be 
that  which  their  eyes,  and  three  senses  more  tell  them  that 
it  is.  But  it  is  a  wonder  that  they  who  dare  not  trust  their 
senses,  should  talk  of  being  infallible  in  their  argument. 

And  now  to  apply  this  to  the  charge  J.  S.  lays  on  me, 
**  Because  I  do  not  profess  to  be  infallible,  I  am  certain  in  no- 
thing; and  without  an  infallible  oral  tradition,  it  is  impossible 
I  should  be  certain  of  any  thing."  •  In  answer  to  this,  I  demand 
why  I  may  not  be  as  certain  of  what  I  know  or  believe,  as 
Mr.  White  or  J.  S.?  Is  the  doctrine  of  purgatory-fire  be- 
tween death  and  the  day  of  judgment,  and  of  the  validity  of 
the  prayers  and  masses  said  in  the  church  of  Rome  to  the 
freeing  of  souls  from  purgatory  long  before  the  day  of  judg- 
ment, is  this  doctrine,  I  say,  delivered  by  an  infallible  oral 
tradition,  or  no  ?  If  no,  then  the  church  of  Rome  either  is 
not  certain  it  is  true,  or  else  she  is  certain  of  it  by  some  other 
way  than  such  a  tradition.  If  yea,  then  how  is  Mr.  White 
certain  that  he  speaks  true  in  his  book  '  de  statu  animarum ;' 
where  he  teaches  that  prayers  of  the  church  do  no  good, 
and  free  no  souls  before  the  day  of  judgment,  for  he  hath  no 
oral  tradition  for  his  opinion ;  for  two  oral  traditions  cannot 
be  certain  and  infallible,  when  they  contradict  one  another ; 
and  if  the  traditions  be  not  infallible^  as  good  for  these  men 
that  they  be  none  at  all.     So  that  either  Mr.  White  cannot 
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be  certain  of  any  thing  he  says,  by  not  relying  on  oral  tra» 
dition,  or  the  church  of  Rome  cannot  be  certain;  and  there* 
fore  he  or  she  may  forbear  to  persuade  their  friends  to  any 
thing.  And  for  my  present  adversary  J.  S.  who  also  affirms* 
that  oral  tradition  of  the  present  church  is  the  whole  rule  of 
fiuthy  how  can  he  trust  himself  or  be  certain  of  any  thing, 
or  teach  any  thing,  when  his  church  says  otherwise  than  he 
says,  and  makes  tradition  to  be  but  a  part  of  the  rule  of  fiiith, 
as  is  to  be  seen  in  the  council  of  Trent  itself  in  the  first 
decree  of  the  fourth  session*.  So  that  in  effect  here  ^Lre  two 
rules  of  fiiith,  and  therefore  two  churches ;  Mr.  J.  S.'s  is  the 
'traditionary'  church;  so  called  from  relying  solely  on  tra- 
dition ;  the  other,  which  shall  we  call  it  for  distinction'  sake, 
the  '  purgatorian' church,  from  purgatory ;  or,  if  you  will,  the 
« imaginary'  church,  from  worshipping  images:  and  since 
they  do  not  both  follow  the  same  rule  of  iaith,  the  one 
making  tradition  alone  to  be  the  ground,  the  other  not  so; 
it  will  follow  by  Mr.  J.  S.'s  argument,  that  either  the  one  or 
the  other,  missing  the  true  ground  of  faith,  cannot  be  cer^in 
of  any  thing  that  they  say.  And  now  when  he  hath  consi- 
dered these  things,  let  him  reckon  the  advantage  which  his 
'  catholic  fiuth  gains  by  the  opposition  from  her  adversaries 
if  they  be  rightly  handled,'  as  Mr.  S.  hath  handled  them, 
and  hdrought  to  bis  grounds.  But,  however  the  opposition 
which  I  have  now  made,  hath  its  advantages  upon  the  weak- 
ness of  Mr.  White's  grounds,  and  J.  S.'s  demonstrations, 
yet  I  shall,  without  relation  to  them,  but  upon  the  account 
of  other  grounds  which  his  wiser  and  more  learned  brethren 
of  the  other  church  do  lay,  make  it  appear  that  there  is 
indeed  in  the  church  of  Rome  no  sure  footing,  no  foundation 
of  faith  u])on  which  a  man  can  with  certainty  rely,  and  say. 
Now  I  am  infallibly  sure  that  I  am  in  the  right* 

The  Fifth  Way. 

The  Fifth  Way,  J.  S.  says,' 'is  built  on  the  fourth;'  which 
being  proved  to  be  a  ruinous  foundation,  I  have  the  leas  need 

■■  Penpiciensqoe  banc  veritatem,  et  disciplinam  coDtineri  in  librii 
acriptis  et  sine  icripto  traditionibai — omnes  libros  tarn  Veteris  qoain  Nov! 
Tcalmcnti,  non  traditionea,  ipsa*,  &c.  pari  pietatis  affectn  ac  rcYercntii 
iQipicit  et  venemtur. 
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to  trouble  myself  about  that  which  will  fall  of  itself,  but 
because  he  had  no  reason  to  trust  that  foundation,  for  all 
his  confidence  he  is  glad  to  build  his  Fifth  Way  on  the ''  Pro- 
testants' voluntary  concession ;  for  they,  granting  they  have 
no  demonstration  for  the  ground  of  their  faith,  must  say  they 
have  only  probability."  But  I  pray,  who  told  J.  S.  that  we  grant 
we  haye  no  demonstration  for  the*ground  of  our  faith  ?  Did 
ever  any  protestant  say,  that  there  is  no  moral  demonstration 
of  his  fiuth  ?  or  that  it  cannot  be  proved  so  certain,  so  in- 
fallible, that  ''the  gates  of  hell  shall  never  prevail  against 
it?**  If  J.  S.  will  descend  so  low  aa  to  look  upon  the  book 
of  a  Protestant,  besides  many  better,  he  may  find  in  my 
Cases  of  Conscience  a  demonstration  of  Christian  religion''; 
and  although  it  consists  of  probabilities,  yet  so  many,  so 
unquestioned,  so  confessed,  so  reasonable,  so  uncontradicted, 
pass  into  an  argument  of  as  much  certainty,  as  human  nature 
Vfrithout  a  miracle  is  capable  of;  as  many  sands,  heaped  to- 
gether, make  a  bank  strong  enough  to  resist  the  impetuosity 
pf  the  raging  sea.  But  I  have  already  shown,  upon  what 
certainties  our  faith  relies ;  and  if  we  had  nothing  but  high 
probabilities,  it  must  needs  be  as  good  as  their  prudential 
motives;  and,  therefore,  I  shall  not  repeat  any  ihing»  but 
pass  on,  to  consider  what  it  is  he  says  of  our  high  pro- 
babilities, if  they  were  no  more :  "  If  there  be  probabilities 
on  both  sides,  then  the  greatest  must  carry  it;" — so  he 
roundly  professes ;  never  considering  that  the  latter  casuists 
of  his  church,  I  mean  those  who  wrote  since  Angelas,  Silvester, 
Cordubensis,  and  Cajetan,  do  expressly  teach  the  contrary, 
viz.,  that  of  two  probabilities,  the  less  may  be  chosen; 
find  that  this  is  the  common  and  more  received  opinion. 
But  since  J.  S.  is  in  the  right,  let  them  and  he  agree  it, 
a$  we  do,  if  they  please.  I  hope  he  relates  this  only  to  the 
questions  between  us,  and  Rome,  and  not  to  the  Christian 
filith;  well,  but  if  the  matter  be  only  between  us,  I  am 
well  enough  content,  and  the  greater  probability,  that  iS| 
the  better  argument  shall  carry  it;  and  I  will  not  be  asking 
any  more  odd  questions,  as  why  J.  S.  having  so  clearly 
demonstrated  his  religion,  by  grounds  firm  as  the  land  of 
Deles,  or  Old  Brasil,  he  should  now  be  content  to  aigue 

»  Book  i. 
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his  cause  at  the  bar  of  probability  ?  Well ;  but  let  us  see 
what  he  says  for  his  party :  "  That  there  is  no  probability 
for  our  side  (says  J.  S.)»  is  very  hard  to  be  said ;  since 
the  whole  world  sees  plainly  we  still  maintain  the  field 
against  thein,  nay  dare  pretend  without  fearing  an  absolute 
baffle,  which  must  needs  follow  (had  we  not  at  least  pro- 
babilities to  befriend  us),  that  our  grounds  are  evidently 
and  demonstrably  certain."  Here  J.  S.  seems  to  be  afraid 
again  of  his  probabilities,  that  he  still  runs  to  covert  under 
his  broad  shield  of  demonstration :  but  his  '  postulatum' 
here  is  indeed  very  modest :  he  seems  to  desire  us  to  allow 
that  there  are  some  probable  things  to  be  said  for  his  side, 
and  indeed  he  were  very  hard-hearted  that  should  say, 
there  are  none  at  all;  some  probabilities  we  shalt  allow, 
but  no  grounds  evidently  and  demonstratively  certain :  good 
sir,  and  yet  let  me  tell  you  this,  there  are  some  of  your 
propositions,  for  which  there  is  no  probable  reason  or  iair 
pretence  in  the  world  :  nothing  that  can  handsomely  or 
ingeniously  deceive  a  man :  such  as  is  your  half-communion, 
worship  of  images,  prayers  not  understood,  and  some  others. 
And,  therefore,  you  may  be  ashamed  to  say,  you  still  main- 
tain the  field  against  us ;  for  if  you  do  not,  why  do  you 
say  you  do  ?  But  if  you  still  maintain  the  field,  you  may 
be  more  ashamed,  for  why  will  you  stand  in  a  falsehood, 
and  then  call  yourselves  equal  combatants,  if  not  conquerors  ? 
But  you  may,  if  you  please,  look  after  victory ;  I  am  only 
in  the  pursuit  of  truth. 

But  to  return  ;  it  seems  he  knows  my  mind  for  this,  and 
in  my  liberty  of  prophesying,  '*  my  own  words  will,  beyond 
all  confute,  evince  it,  that  they  have  probabilities,  and  those 
strong  ones  too.'*  But  now  (in  my  conscience)  this  was 
unkindly  done,  that  when  I  had  spoken  for  them  what  I 
could,  and  more  than  I  knew  that  they  had  ever  said  for 
themselves,  and  yet  to  save  them  harmless  from  the  iron 
hands  of  a  tyrant  and  unreasonable  power,  to  keep  them 
from  being  persecuted  for  their  errors  and  opinions,  that 
they  should  take  the  arms  I  had  lent  them  for  their  defence, 
and  throw  them  at  my  head.  But  the  best  of  it  is,  though 
J.  S.  be  unthankful,  yet  the  weapons  themselves  are  but 
wooden  daggers,  intended  only  to  represent  how  the  poor 
men  are  cozened  by  themselves,  and  that,  under  fair  and 
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fraudulent  pretences,  even  pious,  well-meaning  men,  and 
men  wise  enough  'in  oUier  things/  may  be  abused:  and 
though  what  I  said  was  but  tinsel  and  pretence,  imagery 
and  whipt  cream,  yet  I  could  not  be  blamed  to  use  no 
better  than  the  best  their  cause  would  bear;  yet,  if  that 
be  the  best  they  have  to  say  for  themselves,  Uieir  proba- 
bilities will  be  soon  outbalanced  by  one  Scripture  testimony, 
urged  by  Protestants;  and  'Thou  shalt  not  worship  any 
graven  images,'  will  outweigh  all  the  best  and  fairest  ima- 
ginations of  their  church.    But  since  from  me  they  borrow 
their  light  armour,  which  is  not  pistol-proof, — from  me,  if 
they  please,  they  may  borrow  a  remedy  to  undeceive  them, 
and  that  in  the  same  kind  and  way  of  arguing.    If  J.  S. 
please  to  read  a  letter  or  two  of  mine  to  a  gentlewoman, 
not  long  before  abused  in  her  religion  by  some  Roman 
emissaries,  there  he  shall  see  so  very  much  said  against  the 
Roman  way,  and  that  in  instances  evident  and  notorious, 
that  J.  S.  may,  if  he  please,  (he  hath  my  leave)  put  them  in 
balance  against  one  another,  and  try  which  will  prepon- 
derate.   They  are  printed  now  in  one  volume  %  and  they 
are  the  easier  compared.    But  then  J.  S.  might,  if  he  had 
pleased,  have  considered,  that  I  did  not  intend  to  make 
that    harangue,   to    represent,   that   the    Roman    religion 
had  probabilities  of  being  true,  but  probabilities  that  the 
religion  might  be  tolerated,  or  might  be  endured,  that  is, 
as  I  there  expressed  it,  whether  the  doctrines  be  commenced 
upon  design,  and  managed  with  impiety,  and  have  effects 
not  to  be  endured;  and,  concerning  these  things,  I  amassed 
a  heap  of  considerations,  by  which  it  might  appear  probable, 
that  they  were  not  so  bad  as  to  be  intolerable;  and  if  I 
was  deceived,  it  was  but  a  weU-meant  error,  hereafter  they 
ahall  speak  for  themselves ;  only  for  their  comfort,  this  they 
Alight  have  also  observed  in  that  book,  that  there  is  not 
half  so  much  excuse  for  the  papists,  as  there  is  for  the 
anabaptists ;  and  yet  it  was  but  an  excuse  at  the  best,  as 
appears  in  those  full  answers    1   have  given  to  all  their 
arguments,  in  the  last  edition  of  that  book,  amongst  the 
polemical  discourses  in  folio. 

"  Col(ectioB  of  P«lemicAl  md  M4>ral  DUoonnes. 
VOL.  x.  X 
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I  shall  need  to  say  no  more  for  the  spoiling  this  mine ; 
For  J.  S.  hath  not  so  much  as  pretended,  that  the  proba- 
bilities, urged  for  them,  can  outweigh  or  come  to  equal 
what  is  said  against  them;  and  I  humbly  suppose,  that 
the  difRculties  will  be  increased  by  the  following  book. 

The  Sixth  and  Seventh  IVays. 

The  Sixth  mine  is  most  likely  at  the  worst  to  prove  but 
a  squib.    J.  S.  says,  '  I  should  have  made  a  preface,  and 
beforehand  have  proved  that  all  the  arguments  I  used,  were 
•unanswerable,  and  convictive ;'  which  indeed  were  a  prelty 
way  of  making  books ;  to  make  a  preface  to  make  good 
my  book,  and  then  my  book  cannot,  but  in  thankfulness, 
make  good  the  preface;  which,  indeed,  is  something  like 
the  way  of  the  Scriptures.     But  he  adds,  that  I  was  bound 
to  say,  ''That  they  were  never  pretended  to  be  answered, 
or  could  not,  or  that  the  protestants  had  the  last  word/" 
But  on  the  contrary  I  acknowledge,  that  "  the  evidences  on 
both  sides  have  been  so  often  produced,  that  it>  will  seem 
almost  impossible  to  bring  in  new  matter,  or  to  prevail 
ivith  the  old."    This  is  the  great  charge,  the  sum  of  which 
is  truly  this.     I  have  spoken  modestly  of  my  own  under- 
taking,   and    yet  I   had   so  great   reason   to  deplore  the 
obstinacy  of  the  Roman  priests,  their  pertinacity,  and  in- 
corrigible resolution  of  seeming  to  say  somethings   whan 
they  can  say  nothing  to  the  purpose,  that  I  had  cause 
to  fear,  the  event  would  not  be  so  successful  as  the  merit 
of   our  cause,   and  the  energy   of  the   arguments   might 
promise.     I  confess  I  did  not  run  as  J.  S.  does,  and  telk 
high  of   demonstrations,  and    unmistakable   grounds,  and 
scientifical  principles,  and  metaphysical  nothings;  but,  ac- 
cording as  my  undertaking  required^  I  proceeded  upon  prin- 
ciples agreed    on   both   sides.      If  Scripture  and  fathoB, 
councils  and  reasons,  the  analogy  of  faith,  and  the  doctriaaB 
of  the  primitive  church  (from  which  I  proved,  and  shall 
yet  more  clearly  prore,  the  church  of  Rome  hath  greatigr 
revolted)  will  not  prevail,  I  have  done ;  I  shaU  only  cooMnk 
tho  cause  to  God,  and  the  judgment  of  wise  and  good  men, 
and  so  sit  down  in  the  peace  of  iny  own  persuasions,  and 
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in  a  good  conscieace,  that  I  have  done  my  endeavour  to 
seeove  our  own  people  from  the  temptation,  and  to  '  snatch' 
othera  as  brands  frbm  the  fire  ! 

Only  I  wish  here,  I  had  foiind  a  little  more  worthiness 
in  J.  S.,  than  to  make  me  speaking  that  T  ha^ve  brought 
nothing  but  common  objections,  or  nothing  new  :  I  suppose 
they  that  are  learned,  know  this  to  be  a  calumny ;  and  by 
experience  they  and  I  find,  that  whether  the  objections  be 
nfew  or  old»  it  is-  easier  to  rail  at  them  all,  than  apswer 
any.  To  this,  as  it  is  not  needful  to  say  any  more,  so 
there  cannot  any  thing  else  well  be  said,  unless  I  should 
be  rain,  like  the  man  whom  I  now  reprove,  and  go  about 
to  commend  myself,  which  is  a  practice  I  have  neither  reason 
nor  cnstom  for. 

But  the  Seventh  Way  is  yet  worse.  •  For  it  is  nothing 
but  a  direct  declamlotion  against  my  book,  and  the  quotations 
of  it)  and  having  made  a  ridiculous  engine  of  corollaries 
in  hlis  ^Sare  Footing'  agamst  the  quotations  in  Dr.  P.'s 
sermon,.' without  meaning  my  book,  for  that  .came  out  a 
pretty^  while  after ;  he  does  i  like  the.  twopenny  almanack 
makefs,  though  he  calculated  it  for  the  meridian  jof  the  court 
sermon  (as  he  calls  it),  yet,  vntbout  any  sensible  errcff,  it 
may  serve  for  Ireland :  it  may  be,  J.  S.  had  an  oral  tradition, 
for  this  way  of  proceeding,  especially  having  followed  so 
authentic  a  presideiit  for  it,  as  the  author  of  the  two  sermons 
called  *iiiB  prinsiftiye  rule  before  the  reformation/  who  goes 
upon  the  same  -infalUUe  and  thrifty  wa^y,  saying,  '^  Th^s^ 
two  tracts,  as  they  are  named  sermons,  are  an  answer  to 
Dr.  Pierce;  but  as  tb^  raiay  better  be  styled  two  common 
places,  so  they  are  a  direct  answer  to  Dr.  Taylor."  So  tJh^ 
here  are  two  things  which  ire  sermons  and  no  sermons^ 
as  you  please,  not  sermons,  but  common  places ;  and  yet 
they  are  not  ahbgethisr  common  places,  but  they,  in 'some 
sens^^are  sermons;  unless  'sermon,'  and  'common  placti* 
bappeo  to  her  all  one;  but  how  the  same  thing  should  be 
an  answer  to  ilhr.  P.,  as  he  gives  them  .one  name, — and  by 
giving  them,  another  name,  to  the  same  purpose  shopld  h^ 
a  direct  answer  to  me,  who  speak  of  other  matters,  and 
,by  other  arguments,  and  to  other  purposes,  and  in  another 
manner, — I  do  not  yet  understand.  But  I  suppose  it  be 
meant   as  in  J.  S.'s    way,  and   that    it   relies    upon   this 
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first,  and  a  self-evident  principle,  ''That  the  same  thiDg, 
when  called  by  another  name,  is  apt  to  do  new  and  wonder- 
ful things."  It  is  a  piece  of  Mr.  White's,  and  J.  S.'s  new 
metaphysics,  which  we  silly  men  have^n6t  the  learning  to 
understand.  But  it  matters  not  what  they  say,  so  they 
do  but  stop  the  mouths  of  the  people,  that  call  upon  them 
to  say  something  to  every  new  book, — that  they  may,  with- 
out apparent  lying,  tell  them  the  book  is  answered.  For, 
'  to  answer  or  confute/  means  nothing  with  them  but  *  to 
speak  the  last  word.' 

Well !  but  so  it  is,  J.  S.  hath  ranged  a  great  many  of 
my  quotations  under  heads,  and  says,  'so  many  are  confuted 
by  the  first  corollary,  and  so  many  by  the  second,  and  so 
on  to  the  ninth  and  tenth,  and  some  of  them  are  raw  and 
unapplied,  some  set  for  show,  and  some  not  home  to  the 
point,  and  some  wilfully  represented,  and  these  come  under 
the  second  or  third  head,  and  perhaps  of  divers  of  the 
others.' — To  all  this  I  have  one  short  answer;  that  the 
quotations  which  he  reduces  under  the  first  head,  or  the 
second,  or  the  third,  might,  for  aught  appears,  be  ranked 
under  any  other,  as  well  as  these ;  for  he  hath  proved  none 
to  belong  to  any ;  but  magisterially  points  with  his  finger, 
and  directs  them  to  their  several  stations  of  coniiitation. 
Thus  he  supposes  I  am  confuted,  by  an  argument  of  his, 
next  to  that  of  '  Mentiris,  Bellarmine.'  And,  indeed,  in 
this  way,  it  were  easy  to  confute  Bellarmine's  three  volumes 
with  the  labour  of  three  pages'  writing.  But  this  way  was 
most  fit  to  be  taken  by  him,  who  quotesi  the  fathers  by 
oral  tradition,  and  not  ocular  inspection;  however,  if  he 
had  not  particularly  considered  these  things,  he  ought  not 
generally  to  have  condemned  them,  before  he  tried.  But 
this  was  an  old  trick,  and  noted  of  some  by  S.  Cyprian  ^ 
**  Viderint  autem  qui  vel  furori  suo  vel  libidini  servientes,  et 
divinee  legis  ac  sanctitatis  immemores,  jactitare  interim 
gestiunt  qu8B  probare  clki  possunt,  et  cum  innocentiam 
destruere  atque  expugnare  non  valeant,  satis  babent  fama 
mendacii  et  falsorum  ore  maculas  inspergere."  I  have  neither 
wiQ  nor  leisure  to  follow  him  in  this  extravagancy ;  it  wiU^ 

I  hope,  be  to  better  purpose,  that,  in  the  following  aectionsy 

■ 
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I  Bhall  justify  all  my  quotations,  against  his,  and  the 
.calumnies  of  some  others ;  and  press  them  and  others 
beyond  the  .objections  of  the  wiser  persons  of  his  church, 
from  whence  these  new  men  have  taken  their  answers^ 
and  made  use  of  them  to  little  purposes;  and,  therefore, 
I  shall  now  pass  over  the  particulars  of  the  quotations,  re- 
ferring them  to  their  places,  and  consider  if  there  be  any 
thmg  more  material  in  his  Eighth  Way,  by  which  he  pretends 
to  Uow  up  my  grounds  and  my  arguments,  derived  from 
reason. 

The  Eigkih  Way. . 

Thb  Eighth  Way  is  to  pick  out  the  principles  I  rely  on,  and 
to  show  their  weakness.  It  is  well  this  eighth  way  is  a  great 
distance  off  from  his  first  way,  or  else  J.  S.  would  have  no 
excuse  for  forgetting  himself  so  palpably,  having  at  first  laid 
to  my  charge  that  I  went  upon  **  no  grounds,  no  principles." 
But,  I  perceive,  principles  might  be  found  in  *^  The  Dissua- 
sive," if  the  man  had  a  mind  to  it;  '^  nay,  main  and  funda- 
mental principles,  and  self-evident"  to  me.  And  yet  such  is 
his  ill  luck,  that  he  picks  out  such  which  he  himself  says  I 
do  not  call  so :  and  even  here  also  he  is  mistaken  too ;  for 
the  first  he  instances  is  '  Scripture ;'  and  this,  not  only  I,  but 
all  protestants  acknowledge  to  be  the  foundation  of  our 
whole  faith.  But  of  this,  he  says,  we  shall  discourse  after- 
wards. V 

The  second  principle  I  rely  upon,  at  least,  he  says  I  seem 
to  do  so,  is,  ''  We  all  acknowledge  that  the  whole  church  of 
God  kept  the  faith  entire,  and  transmitted  faithfully  to  after- 
ages  the  whole  faith."  Well,  what  says  he  to  this  principle? 
He  says,  this  principle,  as  to  the  positive  part,  is  good,  and 
assertive  of  tradition :  it  is  so  of  the  apostolical  tradition ;  for 
they  delivered  the  doctrine  of  Christ  to  their  successors,  both 
by  preaching  and  by  writing.  J^nd  what  hath  J.  S.  got  by 
this  ?  Yes,  give  him  but  leave  to  suppose  that  this  delivery 
of  the  doctrine  of  Christ  was  only  by  oral  tradition  for  the 
three  first  ages  (for  he  is  pleased  sa  to  understand  the  extent 
of  the  primitive  church)j»and  then  he  will  infer  '^  that  the  third 
age  could  deliver  it  to  the  fourth,  and  that  to  the  fifth,  and  so 
to  us :  if  they  were  able,  there  is  no  question  but  they  were 
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willing)  for  it  concerned  them  to  be  so,  and,  therefore,  it  was 
done/'  Thdngh  all  thia  be  not  true,  for  we  aee,  by  a  sad  ex- 
petience,  that  too  few  in  the  world  are  willing  to  do  what  it 
concerns  them  moat  to  do, — yet,  for  the  present,  I  grabt  all 
this.  And  what  then  ?  '  Therefore  oral  tradition  is  the  only 
rule  of  fiiith/  Soft'  and  fair;  —  therefore  the  third  age 
delivered  it  to  the  fourth,  and  so  on ;  but  not  all  the  particukHns 
by  oral  tradition,  but  by  the  holy  Scriptures,  as  I  shall 
largely  prove  in  the  proper  place.  But  to  J.  (§*  the  bells 
ring  no  tune  but  Whittington. 

A  third  principle  he  says  is  this,  '^  The  present  Roman 
doctrines,  which  are  in  diiFerence^  were  invisible  and  unheard 
of  in  the  first  and  best  antiquity."  I  know  not  why  he  calls 
this  one  of  my  principles,  unless  all  my  propositions  be  prin- 
ciples, as  all  his  arguments  are  demonstrations.  It  is,  in- 
deed, a  conclusion  which  I  have  partly,  and  shall,  in  the 
sequel,  largely  make  good.  In  the  meantime,  whether  it  be 
principle  or  cbndusion,  let  us  ^ee  what  is  objected  agkitist  tt, 
-or  what  use  is  ma<i[e  of  it :  for  J.  S.  says  it  is  ^'  an  improved 
and  a  main  position."  But  then  he  tells  us,  ihe  reason  of  ft 
is,  beoauBe  '^  no  heretic  had  arisen  in  those  days  denying 
tho$e  points;  and  so  the  fathers  set  not  themselves  to  write 
expressly  for  them,  but  occasionally  only."  Let  us  considel' 
what  this  is ;  ^  No  heretic  had  arisen  in  those  days  denying 
these  points:" — True;  but  many  catholics  did,  and  fte 
reason  why  no  heretics  did  deny  those  things,  was,  because 
neither  catholic  nor  heretic  ever  affirmed  them.  Well !  tmt 
iiowever  *^  the  Roman  controvertists  are  frequent  ibr  citing 
them  for  divers  points."  Certainly  not  for  making  vows  to 
saints ;  not  for  the  Worship  of  images ;  not  for  the  half 
communion ;  for  these  they  do  not  frequently  cite  tiie  father^ 
of  the  first  thtee  hundred  years:  it  may  be  not;  —  **  but  fbt 
the  ground  of  our  faith>  ike  church's  voice  or  tradition  they 
do,  to  the  otter  overthrow  of  the  protestant  cause."— They 
do/  indeed,  sometimes  cite  somediing  from  them  for  tradi^ 
tion ;  and  wherever  the  word  '  tradition '  is  in  Scripture,  or 
4he  primfitive  fathers,  they  think  it  is  an  argument  for  them', 
jaat  as  the  covenanters,  in  the  late  wars,tlKmght  all  Scripture 
Mas  their  plea,  wherever  the  word  covenant  was  named.  But 
to  how  little  purpose  they  pretend  to*  take  advantage  of  any 
of  Idxe  primitive  fathers  speaking  of  tradition^  I-  shsiH  'e^ 
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deavour  to  make  apparent  in  an  inquiry  made  on  purpose. 
Sect.  3.  In  the  mean  time,  it  appears,  that  this  conclusion  of 
mine  was  to  very  good  purpose,  and,  in  a  manner,  Qonfessed 
to  be  true  in  most  instances ;  and  that  it  was  so  in  all,  was 
not  intended  by  me. 

Well !  but  however  it  might  be  in  the  three  first  ages, 
yet  he  observes  that  I  said,  that  ''  in  the  succeeding  ages 
secular  interest  did  more  prevail,  and  the  writings  of  the 
fathers  were  vast  and  voluminous,  and  many  things  more, 
that  both  sides,  eternally  and  inconAitably,  shall  bring  sayings 
for  themselves  respectively." —  And  is  not  all  this  very  true  ? 
He  cannot  deny  it;  but  what  then?  Why,  then  he  says, 
*^  I  may  speak  out  and  say,  all  the  fathers,  after  the  first 
three  hundred  years,  are  not  worth  a  straw  in  order  to  deci* 
sion.or  controvei'sy ;  and  the  fathers  of  the  first  three  hun? 
dred  years  spoke  not  of  our  points  in  difierence,  and  so  there 
is  a  fair  end  of  all  the  fathers,  and  of  my  own  '  Dissuasive' 
toa;  for  that  part  which  relies  on  them,  which  looks  like  the 
most  authoritative  piece  of  it :"  there  is  no  great  hurt  in 
this;  if  the  fathers  be  gone,  my  '  Dissuasive'  may  go  too; 
it  cannot  easily  go  in  better  company,  and  I  shall  take  the 
less  care  of  it,  because  I  have  J.  S.'s  word,  that  there  is  a 
part  of  it  which  relies  upon  the  fathers.  But  if  the  fathers 
be  going,  it  is  fit  we  look  after  them,  and  see  which  way 
they  go :  for  if  they  go  together,  as  in  many  things  they  do, 
diey  are  of  very  good  use  in  order  to  decision  of  controversy ; 
if  they  go  several  ways,  and,  consequently,  that  controvertists 
may  '  eternally  and  irrefutably  bring  sayings  out  of  tbism 
against  one  another,'-^ who  can  help  it?  No  man  can  follow 
them  all;  and  then  it  must  be  tried  by  some  other  topics 
which  is  best  to  follow ;  but  then  that  topic^  by  itself,  would 
have  been  sufficient  to  have  ended  the  question.  Secondly; 
If  a  disputer  of  this  world  pretends  to  rely  upon  the  authority 
of  the  fathers,  he  luay  by  them  be  confuted  or  determined. 
The  church  of  Rome  pretends  to  this,  and,  therefore,  if  we 
perceive  the  fathers  have  condemned  doctrines,  which  they 
appfove  of,  or  approve  what  they  condemn,  which,  we  say, 
in  many  articles  is  the  case  of  that  church,  then  '  The  Dis- 
suasive' might  be  very  useful,  and  so  might  the  fathers  too, 
for  the  condemnation  of  such  doctrines,  in  which  the  Roman 
church  is,  by  that  touchstone,  found  to  blame. 
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And  wtiereas  J.  S.  says,  that  the  three  first  ages  of  Chritf^ 
tiatiitj  meddled  not  with  the  present  controversies ;  it  is  but 
partly  tnie,  for  although  many  things  are,  nowadays,  taught, 
of  which  they  never  thought,  yet  some  of  the  errors  which  we 
condemn,  were  condemned  then ;  very  few,  indeed,  by  dispu- 
tation, but  not  a  few  by  positive  sentence,  and  in  explications 
of  Scripture,  and  ratixmal  discourses,  and  by  parity  of  case, 
and  by  catechetical  doctrines.    For  '  rectum  est  index  sui  et 
obliqui ;'  they  have,  without  thinking  of  future  controversiea 
and  new  emergent  heresies,  said  enough  to  confute  many  of 
them  when  they  shall  arise.    The  great  use  of  the  fathers, 
especiaDy  of  the  first  three  hundred  years,  is  to  tell  us  what 
was  first,  to  consign  Scripture  to  us,  to  convey  the  creed, 
with  simplicity  and  purity  to  preach  Christ's  Gospel,  to 
declare  what  is  necessary,  and  what  not :  and  whether  they 
be  fallible  or  infallible ;  yet  if  we  find  them  telling  and  ac- 
counting the  integrity  of  the  Christian  faith,  and  treading 
out  the  paths  of  life;  because  they  are  persons  whose  con- 
versation, whose  manners  and  time  of  living^  whose  fame  and 
martyrdom,  and  the  venerable  testimony  of  after-ages,  have 
represented  to  be  very  credible, — we  have  great  reason  to 
believe  that  alone  to  be  the  faith,  which  they  have  described, 
and,  consequently,  that  whatever  comes  in  afterwards,  and  is 
obtruded  upon  the  world,  as  it  was  not  their  way  of  going  to 
heaven,  so  it  ought  not  to  be  ours.    So  that  here  is  great  use 
of  the  fathers'  writings,  though  they  be  not  infallible,  and, 
therefore,  I  wonder  at  the  prodigious  confidence  (to  say  no 
worse)  of  J.  S.  to  dare  to  say,  that,  **  as  appears  by  the 
Dissuader,  the  protestants  neither  acknowledge  them  infid- 
lible  nor  useful ;  nay,  that  this  is  my  fourth  principle."     He 
that  believes  transubstantiation,  can  believe  any  thing ;  and 
he  that  says  this,  dares  say  every  thing ;  for  as  that  is  infi- 
nitely impossible  to  sense  and  reason,  so  this  is  infinitely  false 
in  his  own  conscience  and  experience.    And  the  words, 
which,  in  a  few  lines  of  his  bold  assertion,  he  hath  quoted 
out  of  my  book,  confute  him  but  too  plainly.   **  He  tells  us,* 
so  saith  J.  S.  *'  the  fathers  are  a  good  testimony  of  the  doc- 
trine delivered  from  their  forefathers  down  to  them,  of  what 
the  church  esteemed  the  way  of  salvation."    Do  not  I  also 
(though  he  is  pleased  to  take  no  notice  of  it)  say,  that 
**  although  we  acknowledge  not  the  fathers  '  as  the  authors 
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and  finisbeTB  of  our  faith/  yet  we  own  them  as  helpers  of  our 
faithy  and  heirs  of  the  doctrine  apostolical :  that  we  make 
use  of  their  testimonies  as  being  (as  things  now  stand)  to  the 
sober  and  the  moderate,  the  peaceable  and  the  wise,  the 
best,  the  most  certain,  visible,  and  tangible,  most  humble 
and  satisfactory,  to  them  that  know  well  how  to  use  it/' 
Can  he,  that  says  this,  not  acknowledge  the  fathers  useful? 
I  know  not  whether  J.  S.  may  have  any  credit  as  he  is  one 
of  the  fathers,  but  as  he  is  a  witness,  no  man  hath  reason  to 
take  his  word. 

But  to  the  thing  in  question :  Whatever  we  protestants 
think  or  say,  yet  J.  S.  saith,  ''  Oar  constant  and  avowed 
doctrine/'  meaning  of  the  church  of  Rome,  "  is,  that  the 
testimony  of  fathers,  speaking  of  them  properly  as  such,  is 
infallible."  If  this  be  the  avowed  doctrine  of  the  Roman 
church,  then  I  shall  prove,  that  one  of  the  avowed  doctrines 
of  that  church  is  false :  and,  secondly,  I  shall  Wiso  prove, 
that  many  of  the  most  eminent  doctors  of  the  church  are  not 
of  that  mind ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  not  the  constant  doctrine, 
as,  indeed,  amongst  them,  few  doctrines  are. 

1.  It  is  false  that  *  the  testimony  of  the  fathers,  speaking 
of  them  properly  as  such,  is  infallible.'  For  *  God  only  is 
true,  and  every  man  a  liar ;"  and  since  the  fathers  never  pre- 
tended to  be  assisted  by  a  supernatural  miraculous  aid,  or 
inspired  by  an  infallible  spirit;  and  infallibility  is  so  far  beyond 
human  nature  and  industry,  that  the  fathers  may  be  called 
angels  much  rather  than  infalhble;  for  if  they  were  assisted 
by  an  infallible  spirit,  what  hinders  but  that  their  writings 
might  be  canonical  Scriptures?  And  if  it  be  said  they  were 
assisted  infallibly  in  some  things,  and  not  in  all,  it  is  said  to 
no  purpose ;  for  unless  it  be  infallibly  known  where  the  in- 
fallibility tesides,  and  what  is  so  certain  as  it  cannot  be  mis- 
taken, every  man  must  tread  fearfully,  for  he  is  sure  the  ice 
is  broken  in  many  places,  and  he  knows  not  where  it  will 
hold.  It  is  certain  St.  Austin  did  not  think  the  fathers 
before  him  to  be  infallible,  when  it  is  plain  that  in  many  doc- 
trines, as  in  the  damnation  of  infants  dying  unbaptized,  and 
especially  in  questions  occurring  in  the  disputes  against  the 
Pelagians  about  free-vrill  and  predestination,  vrithout  scruple 
he  rejected  the  doctrines  of  his  predecessors.    And  when,  in 
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ft  question  between  himsdf  and  St.  Jerome^  about  St.  Peter 
and  the  second  chapter  to  the  Galaiians,  he  was  pressed  with 
the  authority  of  six  or  seven  Greek  lathers,  he  roundly 
answered,  that  he  gave  no  such  honour  to  any  writers  of 
books,  but  to  the  Scriptures,  only  as  to  think  them  not  to 
have  «rrpd ;  other  authors  he  read  so  as  to  believe  them,  if 
they  were  proved  by  Scriptures  or  probable  reason.    Not 
because  they  thought  so,  but  because  he  thought  them 
proved.    And  he  appeals  to  St.  Jerome^,  whether  he  were 
not  of  the  same  mind  concerning  his  own  works.    And  for 
that  St.  Jerome  hath  given  satisfaction  to  the  world,  in  divers 
places  of  his  own  writings :  '*  I  suppose  Origen  is,  for  his 
learning,  to  be  read  as  Tertullian>  Novatus,  Arnobius,  Apol* 
linarius,  and  some  writers,  Greek  and  Latin,  that  we  choose 
out  that  which  is  good,  and  avoid  the  contrary'."     So  that  it 
is  evident  the  fathers  themselves  have  no  conceit  of  the  infiaJ* 
libUity  of  themselves  or  others,— the  prophets,  and  apostles, 
and  evangelists  only  excepted ;  and,  therefore,  if  this  be  an 
avowed  doctrine  of  the  Roman  church,  there  is  no  oral 
tradition  for  it,  no  first  and  self-evident  principle  to  prove  it; 
and  either  the  fathers  are  deceived  in  saying  they  are  fallible, 
or  they  are  not :  if  they  be  deceived  in  saying  so,  then  that 
sufficiently  proves  that  they  can  be  deceived,  and,  therefore, 
that  they  are  not  infallible ;  but  if  they  be  not  deceived  in 
saying  that  they  are  fallible,  then  it  is  certain  that  they  are 
fallible,  because  they  say  they  are,  and  in  saying  so  are  not 
deceived.     But  then,  if  in  this  the  fathers  are  not  deceived, 
then  the  church  of  Rome,  in  one  of  her  avowed  doctrines,  is 
deceived,  saying  otherwise  of  the  fathers  than  is  true,  and 
contrary  to  what  themselves  said  of  themselves. 

But^  2.  If  it  be  the  avowed  doctrine  of  the  church  of 
Rome  (as  J.  S.  says  it  is),  yet,  I  am  sure,  it  is  not  their  con- 
stant doctrine.  Certain  it  is,  St.  Austin  was  not  infallible, 
for  he  retracted  some  things  he  had  said ;  and  in  Gratian's 
lime,  neither  St.  Austin  nor  any  of  the  fathers  were  esteemed 

4  Ep.  S.  Aug.  ad  Hieron.  qoe-  est  19.;  inter  oper«  HieroD.  97.;  et 
moltis  alHs  lecis. 

r  S.  Hierofi.  lib.ii.  Ap«log.  contr.  Riiff. ;  c^iH.  69.  ftd  Tbeopk.  Ain. 
«pitt.  06.  mi  ^^Muimeb.  et  Ocean. ;  ct  cf  wt.  T&  ad  Tnwqatl.  epbt.  id.  ad 
PaiiUmnB ;  ct  Pnefat.  in  lib.  de  Hebr.  NomiD. 
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iofidliUe,  aad  this  appears  in  mne  chaptan  togetiier  of  the 
mnth  distinction  of  Grratian's  decree*;  but  because  this 
truth  was  too  pldn  to  serve  the  interest  of  the  following 
ages ;  the  gloss  upon  cap.  '  Nolo  meis/  teHs  ns  plainly, 
'*  That  this  was  to  be  understood  according  to  those  times, 
when  the  works  of  St.  Austin  and  of  the  other  holy  lathers 
were  not  authentic,  but  now  all  of  them  are  commanded  to  be 
held  to  the  last  tittle;"  and  a  marginal  note  npon  the  gloss 
lays,  '*  Seripta  Sanctorum  sunt  ad  unguem  observanda/' 
So  that  bete  is  a  plain  varietyy  and  no  constant  oral  tradition 
from  St.  Austin's  time  downwards,  diat  his  and  the  fsithers/ 
wrttinga  were  Jnlallible ;  tttl  Qratian's  time  it  was  otherwise, 
and  after  him^  till  the  gloss  Was  written.  It  is,  as  Sdomon 
says,  *'  There  is  a  time  for  every  thing  under  the  sun.'' 
There  is  a  time  in  which  the  writings  of  the  fathers  are  au-^ 
tiientiCy  and  a  time  in  which  they  are  not :  but  then  this  is 
not  settled,  no  constant  business.  Now  I  would  fain  know, 
whether  Qiatian  spake  the  sense  of  this  church  of  his  age  or 
BO  ?  If  no,  then  the  fathers  were  of  one  mind,  and  the 
church  of  his  age  of  a  contrary ;  and  then  which  of  them 
was  infallible?  But  if  yea,  then  how  comes  the  pnesent 
ehuiich  to  be  of  another  mind  now?  And  which  of  the  two 
agesj  that  contradict  each  other,  hath  got  the  ball?  Which 
ef  them  carries  the  infallibility  ?  Well,  howerer  it  comes  to 
pass, — yet  the  truth  is,  J.  S.  does  wrong  to  his  own  church, 
and  they  never  decfeed  or  affirmed  the  fathers  to  foe  infal- 
lible. And,  therefore,  the  glossator  upon  Oratian  was  an 
ignorant  man,  aad  his  gloss  ridioukMis,  **  Ecce  quales  sunt 
deoretorum  glossatores,  quibus  tanta  fides  adhibetur ;"  said 
^A  Castro;-^ and  Duns  Scotus  gave  a  good  character  of 
them ; ''  Mittunt  etremittunt,  et  tandem  nihil  ad  propositum." 
But  the  mistake  of  this  ignorant  glossator  is  apparent  to  be 
upon  the  account  of  the  words  of  Gelasius,  '  in  dist.  15. 
cap.  Sancta  Rom.  BccL ;'  where,  when  he  had  reekoned 
Aiiwrs  of  the  fathers'  writings;  which  the  church  receives, 
he  hath  these  words,  ''  Item  ^Mstola  B.  Leonis  papta  ad 
Plavianum  episcopum  Constantinopohtanum  destinatnm, 
cujus  textam  aut  unum  iota  si  quisqaam  idiota  disputaverit, 
et  non  earn  in  omnibus  venerabiliter  acceperit,  anathema  sit.'' 

•^  Dist.  9.  DecreL  cap.  Nolo  mew. 
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Now  altfaongh  this  reaches  not  near  to  infallibility,  but  only 
to  a  '  non  dispntare/  and  a  '  venerabiUter  accipere/  and  thttt 
by  idiots  only,  and,  therefore,  can  do  J.  S.  no  service ;  yet 
this,  which  Gelasius  speaks  of,  St.  Leo's  epistle  to  Flavianos, 
the  glossator,  falsely  applies  to  all  the  works  of  the  fathers, 
against  the  mind  of  the  fathers  themselves,  quoted  by 
Gratian  in  the  ninth  distinction,  and  against  the  sense  of 
Gelasius  himself,  in  that  very  chapter  which  he  refers  to  in 
the  fifteenth  distinction.  It  may  be,  J.  S.  had  not  so  moch 
to  say  for  his  bold  proposition  as  this  itself  comes  to,  which 
if  he  had  ever  seen,  he  must  needs  have  seen,  in  the  same 
place,  very  much  to  the  contrary.  But  that  not  only  the 
fathers  themselves  hare  taught  him  to  speak  more  modesdy 
of  them  than  he  does,  and  that  divers  leading  men  of  his 
church  have  reproved  this  foolish  affirmative  of  his,  he  may 
be  satisfied,  if  he  please  to  read  Aquinas ' :  "  Auctoritatibas 
canonicse  ScripturoB  utitur  sacra  doctrina  ex  necessitate  argi&- 
mentando,  auctoritatibus  autem  aliorum  doctorum  ecclesie 
quasi  arguendo  ex  propriis  sed  probabiliter.''  Now  I  know 
not  what  hopes  of  escaping  J.  S.  can  have  by  his  restrictive 
terms,  ''  the  testimony  of  fiithers,  speaking  of  them  properly 
as  such :"  for  besides  that  the  words  mean  nothing,  and  the 
testimony  of  fathers  is  the  testimony  of'  fathers  as  such/  or 
it  is  just  nothing  at  all :  besides  this  I  say,  that  Aquinas 
aflbrms  that  their  whole  authority  (and,  therefore,  of  fathers 
as  such)  is  only  probable,  and,  therefore,  certainly  not  infiil- 
lible.  But  this  is  so  fond  a  proposition  of  J.  S.  that  1  am 
ashamed  to  speak  any  more  of  it ;  and  if  lie  were  not  very 
ignorant  of  what  his  church  holds,  he  would  never  have  said 
it.  But  for  his  better  information,  I  desire  the  gendeman 
to  read  Alphoasus  h  Castro",  Melchior  Canus',  and  Bellar- 
mine'. 

It  is  not,  therefore,  the  constant  doctrine  of  the  Roman- 
ists, that  the  fathers  are  infallible ;  for  I  never  read  or  heard 
any  man  say  it  but  J.  S.;  and  neither  is  it  the  avowed 
doctrine  of  that  church,  unless  he  will  condemn  all  them  for 
heretics,  that  deny  it ;  some  of  which  I  have  already  named» 
and  more  will  be  added  upon  this  occasion. 

*  Primft  parte  q.  1.  mrt.  8.  ad  2.  arg.  ■  Lib.  i.  adv.  Hsres.  c.  7. 

*  Lib.  vii.  Lor.  Theol.  c.  3.  n.  4.  &c. 

'  Dc  Verb.  l>ei,  lib.  iii.  c.  10.  sect.  Dtoct. 
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Well  t  but  how  shall  we  know  that  the  fathers'  testimony 
is  a  testimony  of  '  fathers,  speaking  properly  as  such?'  for 
this  dotighty  question  we  are  to  inquire  after  in  the  pursuit 
of  J.  S.'s  mines  and  crackers :  he  says,  in  two  cases  they 
speak  as  fathers.  1.  ''  When  they  declare  it  the  doctrine  of 
the  present  church  of  their  time.  2.  When  they  write 
against  any  man  as  a  heretic,  or  his  tenet  as  heresy."  It 
seems  then,  in  these  the  fathers'  testimony  is  infallible.  Let 
us  try  this:  1.  All  or  any  thing  of  this  may  be  done  by 
fathers  supposed  such,  but  really  not  so :  and  if  it  be  not 
iofallibly  certain  which  are  and  which  are  not  the  writings  of 
the  fathers,  we  are  nothing  the  nearer  though  it  were  agreed, 
lliat  the  true  fathers'  testimony  is  infallible.  Or,  2.  If  the 
book  idleged  was  the  book  of  the  father  pretended,  and  not 
of  en  obscure  or  heretical  person ;  yet,  it  may  be,  the  words 
are  interpolated,  or  the  testimony  some  way  or  other  cor- 
rupted ;  and  then  the  testimony  is  not  infallible,  when  there 
is  no  absolute  certainty  of  the  witnesses  themselves,  or  the 
records :  and  what  causes  there  are  of  rejecting  very  many, 
and  doubting  more;  and,  therefore,  in  matters  of  present 
interest  and  question  of  uncertainty  and  fallibility  in  too 
many,  is  known  to  every  learned  man,  and  confessed  by 
writers  of  both  sides.  2.  It  is  very  seldom  that  any  of  the 
fathers  do  use  that  expression  of  saying,  *  This  or  this  is  the 
doctrine  of  the  church ;'  and,  therefore,  if  they  speak  as 
ftthers,  never  but  when  these  two  cases  happen ;  the  writings 
of  the  fathers  will  be  of  very  little  use  in  J.  S.'s  way.  3. 
And  yet  after  all  this,  if  we  shall  descend  to  instances,  J.  S. 
wiU  not  dare  to  justify  what  he  says.  Was  Justin  Martyr 
infttllible,  when  he  said,  that  all  Christians,  who  were  pure 
believers,  did  believe  the  millenary  doctrine?  Certainly 
they  were  the  church,  for  the  others,  he  says,  were  such  as 
denied  the  resurrection.  But  was  Gennadius  or  else  St. 
Austin  fathers?  and  they  infallible  in  the  book  *  De  Dog- 
matibus  Ecclesiasticis,'  in  which  he  intends  to  give  an 
account  of  the  doctrine  of  the  church?  J.  S.  seems  to 
acknowledge  it,  by  affirming  a  saying  out  of  that  book  to 
have  been  then  '  de  fide ;'  which  because  it  had  been  opposed 
by  very  many  of  the  fathers,  he  had  no  reason  to  affirm,  but 
upon  the  witness  of  Gennadius  putting  it  into  his  book  of 
Ecclesiastical  Doctrines ;  and  he  afterwards  calls  it  the  ^'  tes« 
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timody  of  Gennadiag  delivering  the  doctrine  of  the  caHiolic 
church  s."  It  is  there  said,  "  That  all  men  shall  die  (Chriat 
only  excepted),  that  death  mig^t  reign  from  Adam  upon 
all.''  "  Hanc  rationem,  matima  patrum  turba  tradente,  susee- 
pimus:"  *'  This  account  we  have  received  from. the  tradition 
of  the  greatest  company  of  the  fathers." — If  this  be  a  tradi- 
tion delivered  by  the  greatest  number  of  the  fathers,  then, 
1.  Tradition  is  not  a  sure  rule  of  faith;  for  this  tradition  is 
false,  and  expressly  against  Scripture :  ajid,  2»  It  follows  that 
tradition  wais  not  then  esteemed  a  sure  rule  of  iailh ;  for 
although,  this  was  a  tradition  from  so  great  a  troop  of  &tber9, 
as  he  says  it  was,  yet  there  were,  in  bis  tivie,.  '^  aliiseque 
catholici  et  eruditi  viri,"  '^  others,  as  good  catholics  and  as 
learned/'  that  believed,  as  St.  Paul  helipad,  that '  we  shall 
not  all  die,  but  we  shall  all  be  changed ;'  and  however  it  be, 
yet  all  that  troop  of  fathers  he  speaks  of,. from  wheoce  the 
tradition  came,  were  not  infallible,  for  they  ^^pere  actnalfy 
deceived.  Now  this  insUuice  is  of  great  consideration  and 
.force  against  J.  S.'s  first  and  self-evident  principle  oou- 
ceming  oral  tradition.  For  all  that  number  of  fathevs^  if  the 
rule  of  faith  had  been  only  oral  tradition,  would  hombly 
have  disturbed  the  pure  current  of  tmdition^  and,  of  .necea- 
sity,  must  have  prevailed  in  J.  S.!s  way,  or  at  least  theooii^ 
traiy  (which  is  the  truth,  and  expressly  affirmed  in  Scripture) 
oould  never  have  had  the  irrefragable  testimony  of  oral 
tradition.  But,  thanks  be  to  Ood,  in  this. the. church  ad- 
hered to  '  the  surer  word  of  prophecy/  the  Scripture  piH^Ved 
the  surer  rule  of  faith*  But  again  St.  Austin  or  OennadtAs 
aays,  ''  That,  after  Christ's  resurrection,  the  souls  of  allitbe 
saints  are  with  Christ ;  and  that  going  fordi .  from  the  body, 
they  go  to  Christ  expecting  the  resurrection  of  their  bodi^'' 
This  he  delivers  as  the  ecclesiastical  doctrine ;  and  do  iJbs 
patrons  of  purgatory  believe  him  in  this  to  be  infallible  ?  For 
my  part;  I  think  St.  Austin  is  in  the  right;  hut  I  think  J«  S. 
will  not  grant  this  to  be  the  avowed  and  constant  doctrine  of 
.Us  church.    . 

The  second  case,  in  which  they,  speak  as  fathers,  is  wiien 
they  write  against  any  man  as  a'  heretic,  or  his  tenet  as 
heresy.    But  this  is  so  notoriously  fake,  as  nothing  is  more ; 
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mud  it  is  infiniteiy  confuted  by  all  the  catalogues  and 
of  the  fathers  reckoning  the  heresies ;  where  they  are  pleased 
to  call  all  opinions  they  like  not,  by  the  names  of  heresy* 
Philastrius  *  writes  against  them  as  heretics,  and  puts  them 
in  his  black  catalogue,  who  expounds  that  of  making  man  in 
the  image  and  likeness  of  God,  spoken  of  in  Genesis,  to 
signify  the  reasonable  soul,  and  not  rather  the  grace  of  the 
Holy  Spirit.    He  also  accounts  them  heretics  who  rejected 
the  Serenty,  and  followed  the  translation  of  Aquila,  which,  in 
the  ancient  church,  was  in  great  reputation.     Some  there 
were  who  said  that  '^  God  hardened  the  heart  of  Pharaoh**;" 
and  these  he  calls  heretics,  and  yet  this  heresy  is  the  very 
words  of  Scripture:  and  some  .are  reckoned  heretics  for 
saying  that  the  deluge  of  Deucalion  and  Pyrrha  was  before 
Noah's  flood  «.    But  more  considerable  is  that  heresy  ^,  which 
affirmed  that  ^  Christ  descended  into  heU>  and  there  preached 
to  the  detained,  that  they  who  would  confess  him,  might  be 
saved.''     Now  if  Philastrius/or  any  other  writer  of  heretics, 
were,  in  this  case,  infallible,  what  shall  become  of  many  of 
the  orthodox  fathers,  who  taught  this  now  condemned  doo- 
trine.    So  did  Clemens  Alexandrinus,  Anaatasius  Sinaki^ 
St.  Athanasius,  St.  Jerome,  St.  Ambrose,  and  divers  others 
of  the  most  eminent  fathers ;  and  St.  Austin  affirmed  that 
Christ  did  save  some;  but  whether  all  the  damned  then  or 
no,  he  could  not  resolve  Euodius,  who  aaked  the  question*. 
That  it  was  not  lawful  for  Christians  to  swear  at  all  upon 
any  account,  was  unanimously  taught  by  St.  Hilary,  and  St. 
Jerome,  St.  Chrysostom,  St.  Ambrose,  and  Theophylact', 
no,  not  '^  cum  exigitur  jus«jurandum,  aut  cum  urget  neces^ 
sites ;"  and  that  it  is  '  crimen  gehenna  dignum,' '  a  damnable 
sin.'    Whether  that  was  the  doctrine  of  the  church  of  Rome 
in  those  days,  I  say  not ;  but  if  it  were,  why  is  the  church 
of  Rome  of  a  contrary  judgment  n6w?      If  it  were  noU 
then  a  consenting  testimony  of  many  fathers,  even  of  the 
greatest  rank,  is  no  irrefragable  argument  of  the  truth,  or 
catholic  tradition ;  and  from  so  great  an  union  of  such  an 
authority,  it  was  not  very  hard  to  imagine,  that  the  opinion 

•Haeres.  90.  •>  Haerts,  77.  «  Haeres.  71.  «>  Haprca.  74. 
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might  have  beebme  catholic;  from  a  lesser  spring  greater 
streams  have  issued ;  but  it  is  more  than  probable^  that  there 
was  no  catholic  oral  tradition  concerning  this  main  and 
concerning  article ;  and  I  am  sure  J.  S.  will  think,  that  all 
these  fathers  were  not  only  fallible,  but  deceived  actually  in 
this  point. 

By  these  few  instances  we  may  plainly  see,  what  Uttle  of 
infallibility  there  is  in  the  fathers'  writings,  when  they  write 
against  heretics  or  heresies,  or  against  any  article ;  and  how 
then  shall  we  know  that  the  fathers  are  at  all,  or  in  any 
case  infallible?     I  know  not  from  any  thing  more  that  is 
said  by  J.  S.     But  this  I  know,  that  many  chief  men  of  his 
side  do  speak  so  slightly,  and  undervalue  the  fathers  so 
pertly,  that  I  fear  it  will  appear  that  the  protestants  have 
better  opinion  of  them,  and  make  better  use  of  the  fathers 
than  themselves.    What  think  we  of  the  saying  of  Cardinal 
Cajetans  ?   "  If  you  chance  to  meet  with  any  new  exposition 
which  is  agreeable  to  the  text,  &c.  although  perhi^ps  it  diffiar 
from  that  which  is  given  by  the  whole  current  of  the  holy 
doctors,  I  desire  the  readers  that  they  would  not  too  hastily 
reject  it."    And  again ;  ''  Let  no  man  therefore  reject  a 
new  exposition  of  any  passage  of  Scripture,  under  pretence 
that  it  is  contrary  to  what  the  ancient  doctors  gave/' — ^What 
think  we  of  those  words  of  Petavius?   '^  There  are  many 
things  by  the  most  holy  fathers  scattered,  especially  St.  Chry- 
sostom  in  his  homilies,  which  if  you  would  accommodate  to 
the  rule  of  exact  truth,  they  will  seem  to  be  void  of  good 
sense  ^" — And  again ;  '^  there  is  cause  why  the  authority  of 
certain  fathers  should  be  objected,  for  they  can  say  nothing 
but  what  they  have  learned  from  St.  Luke ;  neither  is  there 
any  reason,  why  we  should  rather  interpret  St.  Luke  by  them, 
than  those  things  which  they  say  by  St.  Luke^" — ^And  Mai- 
donate  ^  does  expressly  reject  the  exposition,  which  all  the 
authors  which  he  had  read,  except  St.  Hilary,  give  of  those 
words  of  Christ,  *'  The  gates  of  hell  shall  not  prevail  against 
it.'' — Michael  Nedina' accuses  St.  Jerome  as  being  of  the 
Arian  heresy  in  the  question  of  episcopal^,  and  he  proceeds 

9  Prefat.  in  PeDUtench.  ^  In  Epipb.  p.  S44. 

>  P.  110.  ^  In  Matt.  xvi.  18. 

1  De  Sacr.  Tom.  Orig.  et  Continentii,  apnd  Bellar.  de  Cler.  lib.  i.  c.  15. 
Vide  ctiam  HtsL  Cone.  Trident,  lib.  vii.  In  Episl.  ad  Rom.  c.  14. 


THE  INTRO DU CXI OV.  3^1 

fiirUier  to  aceose  St  Ambrose^  St  AuBtfaip  Sedultiis,*  Pckuif- 
«iasy  Chrysostom,  Tbeodoret,  CEcumeniuSy  and  Theophylacl^ 
of  the  same  heresy.  And  Cornelius  Mussus,  the  bishop,  of 
Bttonto,  expressly  affirms,  that  he  had  rather  believe  0Q# 
single  pope,  than  a  thousand  Austins,  Jeromes,  or  Gre* 
gories.  I  shall  not  need  any  further  to  instance  how  th^ 
council  of  Trent  hath  decreed  many  things  against  the  ge- 
neral doctrines  of  the  fathers ;  as  in  the  placing  images  in 
churches ;  the  denying  of  the  eucharist  to  infants ;  the  no( 
induding  die  Uessed  Virgin  Mary  in  the  general  evil  of 
maBkind  in  the  imputation  of  Adam's  sin,  denying  the  chalice 
to  the  laity,  and  priests  not  officiating,  the  beatification  and 
divine  vision  of  saints  before  the  day  of  judgment.  If  it 
were  not  notorious,  and  sometimes  confessed,  that  thes9 
things  arie  contrary  to  the  sense  of  a  troop  of  fathers,  there 
might  be  some  excuse  made  for  them,  who  give  them  good 
words,  and  yet  reject  their  authorities  so  freely,  that  it 
sometimes  seems  to  pass  into  scorn.  But  now  it  appears  to 
be  to  little  purpose,  that  the  council  of  Trent"'  enjoins  her 
clergy,  that  they  offer  not  to  expound  Scripture  against  the 
unanimous  consent  of  the  fathers ;  for, — ^though  this  amounts 
not  to  the  height  of  J.  S.'s  saying,  it  is  their  avowed  and 
constant  doctrine,  that  they  are  infallible,  but '  ad  coercenda 
petulantia  ingenia,' — the  contrary  is  done  and  avowed  every 
day.  And  as  the  fathers  proved  themselves  fallible,  both  as 
f  uch  in  writing  against  heretics,  and  in  testifying  concerning 
the  church's  doctrine  in  their  age ;  so  in  t^e  interpretations 
of  Scripture,  in  which,  although  there  be  no  universal  consent 
of  fathers  in  any  interpretation  of  Scripture,  concerning 
which  questions  moved ;  so  the  best  and  most  common  con« 
sent  that  is,  men  of  great  note  recede  from  it  with  the  greater 
boldness,  by  how  much  they  hope  to  raise  themselves  the 
^ekter  reputation  for  wit  and  learning.  And,  therefore,  al- 
though in  the  sixth  general  council  %  the  Origenists  were 
<M>ndemned,  for  bringing  in  interpretations  differing  from 
those  that  went  before  them;  and  in  the  synod  in  Trullo% 
all  curates  of  souls  were  commanded  to  interpret  Scriptures, 
so  as  not  to  transgress  the  bounds  and  tradition  of  the 
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fathers ;  and  the  same  was  the  way  taken  in  the  coancil  of 
Vienna,  and  commanded  since  in  the  Lateran  under  Leo  X., 
and  at  last  in  Trent, — ^yet  all  this  was  but  good  advice,  wUck 
when  the  following  doctors  pretended  to  follow,  they  never- 
theless still  took  their  liberty,  and  went  their  own  way,  and 
if  they  followed  some  of  the  fathers,  they  receded  from  many 
others  |  for  none  of  them  esteemed  the  way  infallible ;  but 
they  that  did  not  think  their  own  way  better,  left  their  own 
reason  and  followed  their  authority.  But  of  late,  *  knowledge 
is  increased/ — at  least  many  writers  think  so ;  and  though 
the  ancient  interpretations  were  more  honoured,  than  new ; 
yet  Salnieron' says  plainly,  ''that  the  younger  doctors  are 
better  slighted  and  more  perspicacious."  And  the  question 
being  about  the  conception  of  the  blessed  Virgin,  withoul 
original  sin ;  against  which  a  multitude  of  fathers  are  brought : 
the  Jesuit  answers  the  argument  with  the  words  in  Exodoa 
xxiii.  *^  Thou  shalt  not  follow  a  multitude  to  sin/*  And  to 
the  same  purpose  St.  Austin ^  answered  the  Donatists.  But 
of  this  I  shall  afterwards  have  occasion  to  speak  more  parti- 
cularly. In  the  mean  time,  it  must  needs  be  acknowleged, 
that  the  protestants  cannot  more  slight  tlie  fathers,  than  the 
Jesuits  do,  and  divers  other  doctors  of  the  church  of  Rome ; 
though  I  think  both  of  them  do  equally  think  them  to  be 
fallible. 

Well !  but  at  last,  of  what  use  are  the  fathers  to  pro- 
testants in  their  writings?  And  what  use  do  I  or  can  I  make 
of  them  in  my  'Dissuasive?'  First  for  the  protestants,  the 
church  6f  England  can  very  well  account  by  her  canon,  in 
which  she  follows  the  council  in  Trullo,  and  the  sixth  general 
synod,  and  ties  her  doctors,  as  much  as  the  council  of  Trent 
does,  to  expound  Scriptures  according  to  the  sense  of  the 
ancient  fathers ;  and  indeed  it  is  the  best  way  for  most  men, 
und  it  is  of  great  use  to  all  men  so  to  do.  For  the  fathers 
were  good  men  and  learned ;  and  interest,  and  partiality,  and 
error  had  not  then  invaded  the  world  so  much,  as  they  haTe 
since  done.  The  papacy,  that  great  fountain  of  error  and 
servile  learning,  had  not  so  debauched  the  world;  and  all  that 
good  which  can  be  supposed  could  be  ministered  by  the 
piety  and  learning  of  so  many  excellent  persons,  all  that  we 
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fsih  ttse,  aild  we  do  make  use  of  it  npon  all  just  occasions. 
They  speak  reason  and  religion  in  their  writings ;  and  when 
they  do  so^  We  have  reason  to  make  use  of  the  good  things, 
\vhich  by  their  labours  God  intended  to  convey  to  us.  They 
were  better  than  other  tnen^  and  wiser  than  most  men,  and 
their  authority  is  not  at  all  contemptible^  but  in  most  things 
highly  to  be  valued :  and  is  at  the  worst  a  very  probable 
inducement.  Are  not  the  books  of  the  canonists  and  c&r 
Buists,  in  a  manner,  little  else  than  a  heap  of  quotations  out 
of  their  predecessors'  writings?  Certainly  we  have  much 
taore  reason  to  value  the  authority  of  the  ancient  fathers. 

And  now  since  J.  S.  requires  an  account  from  me  in  par- 
ticular, and  thinks  I  have  no  right  to  use  them;  I  shall 
render  him  an  account  of  this  also.  But  first  let  us  see  what 
his  charge  is '.  He  says,  indeed,  I  tell  him,  that  the '  fathers 
are  a  good  testimony  of  the  doctrine  delivered  from  their 
forefathers  down  to  them  of  what  the  church  esteemed  the 
way  of  salvation.*  I  did  tell  them  so  indeed ;  and  in  the 
same  place  I  said,  *  That  we  admit  the  fathers,  as  admi* 
rable  helps  for  the  understanding  of  the  Scriptures.'  I  told 
them  both  these  things  together ;  and  therefore  J.  S.  may 
blush  with  shame  for  telling  us,  that  it  *'  appears  by  '  the 
Dissnadet/  that  the  protestants  do  not  acknowledge  the 
fathers  infallible  or  useful."  But  then  in  what  degree  of 
usefulness  the  fathers  are  admitted  by  us,  we  may  perceive 
by  the  instances,  of  which  the  one  being  the  interpretation  of 
Scriptures,  it  is  evident,  because  of  their  great  variety  and 
contrariety  of  interpretations,  we  do  not  admit  them  as  infaiU 
lible,  but  yet  of  admirable  use ;  so  in  the  testimony  which 
they  give  of  the  doctrines  of  their  forefathers  concerning  the 
way  of  salvation,  we  give  as  great  credit  as  can  be  due  to 
any  relator,  except  him  that  is  infallible. 

Pro  magiia  teste  vetostas 


Creditur :  acceptam  parce  movere  fidem*. 

Nay,  we  go  something  further ;  for  though  in  asserting  and 
affirming,  in  teaching  and  delivering  positively,  we  do  believe 
them  with  great  veneration,  but  not  without  liberty  and  in- 
quiry ;  yet  when  we  make  use  of  them  in  a  negative  way,  we 
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find  use  of  them,  much  nearer  to  infallibility,  than  all  the 
demonatrationa  of  '  Sure  Footing.'  For  the  argument  lies 
Ifaiia*:  ''  In  the  ages  succeeding  the  three  first,  secdar  in^ 
lerest  did  much  prevail ;  the  writings  of  the  &theia  were  Taat 
and  TolominoQSy  full  of  controyersy  and  ambiguous  senaea^ 
fitted  to  their  own  times  and  questions,  fiiU  of  proper  opi* 
nions  and  such  variety  of  sayings,  that  both  sides  eternally 
and  incoafutably  shall  bring  sayings  for  themselTea  respec* 
tively."  This  ground  I  lay  of  the  ensuing  argument,  and 
npon  this  I  build  immediately ;  that  things  being  thus,  that 
is*  in  the  ages  succeeding  tiie  three  first  (the  primitive  and 
purest)  the  case  being  so  vastly  changed,  Uie  books  so  vast, 
the  words  so  many,  the  opinions  so  proper,  the  contrariety 
ao  apparent ;  it  is  very  possible  that  two  litigants  shall  firom 
them  pretend  words  serving  their  distinct  hypotheses^  espe- 
cially when  they  come  to  wrangle  about  the  interpretations 
of  ambiguous  sayings ;  and  of  things  so  disputed  there  can 
be  no  end,  no  determinalion.  And  therefore  it  will  be  ira^ 
possible  for  the  Roman  doctors  to  conclude  from  the  sayings 
of  a  number  of  fathers  (viz.  in  the  latter  and  succeeding 
ages  of  the  church ;  for  of  them  oidy  the  argument  does 
treat),  that  their  doctrine  which  they  would  prove  thoice, 
was  the  cathoKc  doctrine  of  the  church.  And  the  reason  of 
this  is  derived  from  the  ground  I  laid  for  the  argoment, 
because  these  fathers  are  oftentimes  *  gens  contra  gentem ;' 
and  sometimes  one  man  against  himself,  and  sometimes 
changing  his  doctrine,  and  sometimes  speaking  in  heat»  and 
disputing  fiercely,  and  striving  by  all  means  to  prevail  and 
conquer  heretics;  and  therefore  a  testimony  of  many  of 
them  consenting,  is  not  a  sufficient  argument  to  prove  a 
doctrine  catholic ;  unless  all  consent  in  this  case,  the  major 
part  will  not  prove  a. doctrine  catholic:  of  this  I  have  given 
divers  instances  already,  and  shall  add  more  in  the  section 
of  tradition;  for  the  pf^esent  I  shaU  only  recite  the  words  of 
the  bishop  of  the  Canaries*,  a  great  man  amongst  them,  to 
attest  wbit  I  say :  '^  Tertia  ccmdusio.  Plurium  sanctomiA 
autoritas,  reUquia  licdt  paucioribus  reclamantibos,  firma  ar- 
gumenta  theologo  sufficere  et  prsBstare  non  valet.''    If  the 
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major  part  of  the  iaihexs  eonBentii^  he  npt  a  sufficient  argu* 
ment  (as  Canus  here  expressly  9ays)y  then  no  arguia^nt  from 
the  anthority  of  the  &ther8  can  prove  it  catholici  unless  it 
be  universal.  Not  that  it  is  required,  that  each  single  poin^ 
be  proved  by  each,  single  father*  as  J^  S«  most  M[eakly  would 
infer ;  for  that  indeed  is  morally  impossible  i  but  that  when 
the  fathers  of  the  later  ages  of  whom  we  speak,  are  divided 
in  sentence  and  interest,  neither  from  the  lesser  number  nor 
yet  from  the  greater  can  you  conclude  any  catholic  consent. 
'^  Ecclesia  universalis  nunquam  errat,  quia  nunquam  toto 
errat;"  it  is  not  to  be  imputed  to  the  universal  churchy  unless 
all  of  it  agree;  and  by  this,  Abulensis'  asserts  t^  indefec^ 
tibility  of  the  church  of  Qod ;  '  it  never  enrs,  because  all  of  it 
does  never  err,* 

And  therefore  here  is  wholly  a  mistake ;  for  to  prove  a 
point '  de  fide '  from  the  authority  of  the  fathers,  we  Tequire 
a  universal  consent.  Not  that  it  is  e4:peeted  that  every 
man's  hand  that  writes,  should  be  at  it,  or  every  man's  vote 
that  can  speak,  should  be  to  it,  for  this  wer^  unreasonable ; 
but  a  universal  consent  is  so  required,  that  is,  that  there 
be  no  dissent  by  any  fathers  equally  catholic  and  reputed. 
^*  Reliquis  lic^t  paucioribus .  reclamantibus ;"  **  if  others, 
though  the  fewer  number,  do  dissent,''  then  the  major  part  is 
not  testimony  suflBcient.  And  therefore  when  Vincentius 
lirinensis  and  Thomas  of  Walden  affirmed,  that  the  consent 
of  the  major  part  of  fathers,  from  the  apostles  downwards,  is 
catholic;  Canus  expounds  their  meaning  to  be,  in  case  that 
tile  few  dissentients  have  been  condemned  by  the  church,  then 
the.  major  part  must  carry  it :  thus  wbien  some  of  the  fathers 
said  that  Melchisedec  was  the  Holy  Ghost,  here  the  major 
part  carried  it,  because  the  opinion  of  the  minor  part  was 
condemned  by  the  church.  But  let  me  add  one  caution  to 
this,  that  it  may  pass  the  better.  Unless  the  church  of  that 
age,  ill  whiph  a  minor  part  of  fathers  contradicts  a  greater, 
do  give  testimony  in  behalf  of  the  major  part, — which  thing  I 
think  never  was  done,  and  is  not  indeed  easy  to  be  supposed, 
— ^tbongh  the  following  ages  reject  the  minor  part,  it  is  no  ar- 
gunrent  that  the  doctrine  of  the  major  part  was  the  catholic 
(loctrine  of  that  age.    It  mightt  by  degrees,  become  uni- 

'^  Abuleni.  Pnef.  in  MaU.  q.  $• 
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TemI,  that  was  not  so  at  first;  and  therefore,  nnkas  the 
whole  present  age  do  agree,  that  is,  unless  of  all  that  are 
esteemed  orthodox,  there  be  a  present  consent,  this  broken 
consent  is  not  an  infallible  testimony  of  the  Catholicism  of 
the  doctrine.  And  this  is  plain  in  the  case  of  St  Cyprian 
and  the  African  fathers,  denying  the  baptism  of  heretics  to 
be  valid  "> :  supposing  a  greater  number  of  doctors  did  at  that 
time  believe  the  contrary;  yet  their  testimony  is  no  com- 
petent  proof,  that  the  church  of  that  age  was  of  their  jadg- 
inent;  no,  although  the  succeeding  ages  did  condemn  the 
opinion  of  the  Africans;  for  the  question  now  is,  not  whether 
St.  Cyprian's  doctrine  be  true  or  no,  but  whether  it  was  the 
catholic  doctrine  of  the  church  of  that  age.  It  is  answered, 
it  was  not,  because  many  catholic  doctors  of  that  age  were 
agiainst  it,  and  for  the  same  reason,  neither  was  their  doc- 
trine the  catholic,  because  as  wise  and  as  learned  man 
opposed  them  in  it;  and  it  is  a  frivolous  pretence  to  say, 
that  ''  the  contrary  (viz.  to  St.  Cyprian's  doctrine)  was  found 
and  defined  to  be  the  faith  and  the  sense  of  the  church ;''  for 
suppose  it  was,  but  then  it  became  so  by  a  new  and  later 
definition,  not  by  the  oral  tradition  of  that  present  age ;  and, 
therefore,  this  will  do  J.  S.  no  good,  but  help  to  overthrow 
his  fond  hypothesis.  This  or  that  might  be  a  true  doctrine, 
but  not  the  doctrine  of  the  then  catholic  church,  in  which 
the  catholics  were  so  openly  and  widi  some  earnestness 
divided.  And,  therefore,  it  was  truly  said  in  '  The  Dia* 
suasive,'  "  That  the  clear  saying  of  one  or  two  of  those 
fathers,  truly  alleged  by  us  to  the  contrary,  will  certainly 
prove  that  what  many  of  them  (suppose  it)  do  affirm,  and 
which  but  two  or  three  as  good  catholics  do  deny,  was 
not  then  a  matter  of  faith  or  a  doctrine  of  the  church:  if 
it  had,  these  dissentients  publicly  owning  and  preaching 
that  doctrine,  would  have  no  catholics  but  heretics. 

Against  this  J.  S.*  hath  a  pretty  sophism,  or,  if  you 
please,  let  it  pass  for  one  of  his  demonstrations.  ''  If  one  or 
two  denying  a  point,  which  many  (others)  affirm,  argues  that 
it  is  not  of  faith ;  then '  iL  fortiori,'  if  one  or  two  affirm  it  to  be 
bf  faith,  it  argues  it  is  of  faith,  though  many  others  deny  it." 
This  consequent  is  so  far  from  arising  from  the  antecedent, 

'  J.  S.  p.  3, 4.  ■  Ibid. 
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that  nothing  in  the  world  destroys  it  more.  For>  because 
the  denial  of  one  or  two  argues  a  doctrine  is  not  catholic, 
'  though  affirmed  by  inany,  therefore  it  is  impossible  that  the 
afBrmation  of  one  or  two  (when  there  be  many  dissentients) 
should  sufficiently  prove  a  doctrine  to  be  catholic.  The 
antecedent  supposes  that  true  which  therefore  concludes  the 

•  consequent  to  be  false ;  for,  therefore,  the  affirming  a  thing 

•  to  be  catholic,  by  two  or  three,  or  twenty,  does  not  prove  it 
to  be  so,  unless  all  consent,  because  the  denying  it  to  be 

'  catholic  (which  the  antecedent  supposes)  by  two  or  three,  is 
a  good  testimony  that  it  is  not  catholic.    J.  S.'s  argument  is 
like  this ;  if  the  absence  of  a  few  makes  the  company  not 
full,  then  the  presence  of  a  few  when  more  are  absent^  .',k 
fortiori'  makes  the  company  to  be  full.     But  because  I  must 
say  nothing  but  what  must  be  reduced  to  grounds,  I  havie  to 
show  the  stupendous  folly  of  this  argument,  a  selfrcvident 
principle,  fmd  that  is,  '  Bonum,'  and  so,  '  Verum'  is  /  ex 
Integra  causa,  malum  ex  qualibet  particulari ;'  and  a  cup  is 
broken,  if  but  one  piece  of  the  lip  be  broken ;  but  .it  is 
not  whole,  unless  it  be-  whole  all  over.    And  much  more 
is  this  true,  in  a  question  concerning  the  universality  of 
consent,  or  of  tradition.     For  J.  S.  does  prevaricate  in  the 
'  question,  which  is,  whether  the  testimony  be  universal,  if 
the  particulars  be  not  agreed ;  and  he  instead  of  that  thrusts 
in  another  word  which  is  no  part  of  the  question :  for  so 
he  changes  it,  by  saying,  ^'  The  dissent  of  a  few  does  not 
make  but  that  the  article  is  a  point  of  faith;"  for  though 
it  cannot  be  supposed  a  point  of  faith,  when  any  number  of 
the  catholic  fathers  do  profess  to  believe  a  proposition  con- 
trary to  it ;  yet  possibly  it  will  by  some  of  his  side  be  said  to 
be  a  point  of  faith,  ^  upon  other  accounts;'  as  upon  'the 
church's  definition,'  or  the  'authority  of  plain  Scriptures;' 
'  but  this  will  be  nothing  to  J.  S.'s  hypothesis ;  for  if  a  part  of 
'  the  catholic  fathers  did  deliver  the  contrary,  there  was  :no 
irrefragable,  catholic,  oral  tradition  of  the  church,  when  so 

•  considerable  a  part  of  the  church  delivered  the  contrary  as 
their  own  doctrine,  which  is  not  to  be  imagined  they  would 

'  have  done,  if  the  eonsetit  of  the  church  of  that  age  was 

'  against  it.  -   And  if  we  can  suppose  this  case  that  one  .part  of 

the  fathers  should  say,  '  this  is  the  doctrine  of  the  church,' 

when  another  part  of  the  fathers  are  of  a  contrary  judgmeiit| 
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•^-either  t&ey  did  not  say  truei  aiid  then  the  iatherB'  testa- 
mony,  speaking  es  witnesses  of  the  doctrine  of  the  church  of 
their  age,  is  not  infalliUe ;-— or  if  they  did  say  true,  yet  their 
testimony  was  not  esteemed  sufficient;  because  the  other 
fathers,  who  must  needs  know  it,  if  it  was  the  cathoUc  doo- 
trine  of  the  church  then,  do  not  take  it  for  truth  or  sufficimt. 
And  that  maxim  which  was  received  in  the  council  of  Trent^ 
that  **  a  major  part  of  voices  was  sufficient  for  decreeing  in 
a  matter  of  reformation ;  but  that  a  decree  of  faith  could  not 
be  made,  if  a  considerable  part  did  contradict/'  relies  upon 
the  same  reason ;  faith  is  every  man's  duty,  and  every  nuin's 
concern,  and  every  man's  learning ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  not 
to  be  supposed  that  any  thing  can  be  an  article  of  fidth,  in 
which  a  number  of  wise  and  good  men  are  at  diffierence, 
either  as  doctors,  or  as  witnesses.  And  of  this  we  have  a 
great  testimony  from  Vincentius  Lirinensis  * :  'Mn  ipsa  item 
ecclesia  magnopere  curandum  est,  ut  id  teneamus  quod  ubique, 
quod  semper,  quod  ab  omnibus  creditum  est :  hoc  est  eaim 
rer^  propri^que  catholicum."  Not  that  which  a  part  of  the 
fathers,  but  "  that  which  is  said  every  where,  always,  and 
by  all,  that  is  truly  and  properly  catholic ;  and  this  (says  he) 
is  greatly  to  be  taken  care  of  in  the  catholic  church." 

From  all  these  premises  it  will  follow,  that  '  The  Dis* 
suasive'  did,  or  might  to  very  good  purpose,  make  use  of 
the  fathers;  and  if  I  did  there,  or  shall,  in  the  following 
sections,  make  it  appear,  that  in  such  an  age  of  the  ancient 
church,  the  doctrines  which  the  church  of  Rome  at  this  day 
imposes  on  the  world  as  articles  of  faith,  were  not  then 
accounted  articles  of  faith ;  but  either  were  spoken  against, 
or  not  reckoned  in  their  canon  and  confessions,  it  will  follow 
that  either  they  can  make  new  articles  of  faith,  or  at  least 
cannot  pretend  these  to  be  articles  of  faith  upon  the  stock 
of  oral  cathoUc  tradition ;  for  this  cannot  be  at  all,  if  the 
catholic  fathers  were  (though  unequally)  divided  in  their 
testimony,. 

The  rest  of  J.  S.'s  last  Way  or  mine  is  but  braggings 
and  indeed  this  whole.  Appendix  of  his  is  but  the  dregs  of 
his  '  Sure  Footing,'  and  gives  but  very  little  occasion  of 
useful  and  material  discourse.    But  he  had  fonoaerly  pro- 

*  Comnon*  c.  3. 
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mised  that  he  would  give  an  account  of  my  relying  on 
Scripture,  and  here  was  the  place  reserred  for  it ;  but  when 
he  comes  to  it,  it  is  nothing  at  all,  but  a  reviling  of  it, 
calling  of  it  **  A  bare  letter,  unsensed  outward  characters, 
ink  thus  figured  in  a  book  ;'*  but  whatsoever  it  is,  he  calls 
it  my  *^  main,  most  fundamental^  and  in  a  manner  my  only 
principle;"  though  he,  according  to  his  usual  method  of 
saying  what  comes  next,  had  said  before  that  I  had  '  no 
principle/  and  that  '  I  had  many  principles/  All  that  he 
adds  afterwards  is  nothing  but  the  same  talk  over  again  con* 
ceming  the  fathers,  of  which  I  have  given  an  account  I  hope 
full  enough ;  and  I  shall  add  something  more  when  I  come 
to  speak  concerning  the  justification  of  the  grounds  of  the 
protestant  and  Christian  religion.  Only  that  1  may  be  out 
of  J.  S/s  debt,  I  shall  make  it  appear  that  he  and  his  party 
are  the  men  that  go  upon  no  grounds ;  that  in  the  church 
of  Rome  there  is  no  '  Sure  Footing/  no  certain  acknow- 
ledged rule  of  faith ;  but  while  they  call  for  an  assent  above 
the  nature  and  necessity  of  the  thing,  they  have  no  warrant 
beyond  the  greatest  uncertainty, — and  cause  their  people  to 
wander  (that  I  may  borrow  J.  S/s  expression)  **  in  the  very 
sphere  of  contingency .'* 
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SECTION  I. 

Of  the  Church:  showing  that  the  Church  of  Rome  relies  upon 
no  certain  Foundation  for  their  Faith. 

Xhat  the  Scriptures  are  infallibly  true,  though  it  be  ac- 
knowledged by  the  Roman  churchy  yet  this  is  not  an  infal- 
lible rule  to  them,  for  several  reasons :  1.  Because  it  is  im- 
perfect and  insufficient  (as  they  say)  to  determine  all  matters 
of  faith.  2.  Because  it  is  not  sufficient  to  determine  any 
that  shall  be  questioned :  not  only  because  its  authority  and 
truth  are  to  be  determined  by  something  else  that  must  be 
before  it;  but  also  because  its  sense  and  meaning  must  be 
found  out  by  something  after  it.  And  not  he  that  writes  or 
speaks,  but  he  that  expounds  it,  gives  the  rule;  so  that 
Scripture  no  more  is  to  rule  us,  than  matter  made  the  world : 
until  something  else  gives  it  form  and  life,  and  motion,  and 
operative  powers,  it  is  but  '  iners  massa/  not  so  much  as 
a  clod  of  earth.  And  they,  who  speak  so  much  of  the 
obscurity  of  Scripture,  of  the  seeming  contradictions  in  it, 
of  the  .variety  of  readings,  and  the  mysteriousness  of  its 
manner  of  .delivery,  can  but  Uttle  trust  that  obscure,  dark, 
intricate,  and  at  last,  imperfect  book,  for  a.perfect  clear  rule. 
But  I  shall  not  need  to  drive  them  out  of  this  fort,  which 
they  so  willingly  of  themselves  quit.     If  they  did  ackiiow- 
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ledge  Scripture  for  their  rale,  all  controversies  about 
would  be  at  an  end,  and  we  should  all  be  agreed:  but 
because  they  do  not,  they  can  claim  no  title  here. 

That  which  they  pretend  to  be  the  infallible  judge,  and 
the  measure  of  our  faith,  and  is  to  give  us  our  rule,  is  the 
church ;  and  she  is  k  rock ;  *  The  piUar  ahd  ground  of  tnith;' 
and,  therefore,  here  they  fix.  Now  how  little  assurance 
they  have  by  this  confidence,  will  appear  by  many  consi* 
derations. 

1.  It  ought  to  be  known  and  agreed  upon,  what  is  meant 
by  this  word  *  church,'  or  '  ecclesia.'  For  it  is  a  wOiiayiov ; 
and  the  church  cannot  be  a  rule  or  guide,  if  it  be  not  known 
what  you  mean  when  you  speak  the  word.  XmpM  sauroS  rm 
tMMXnffiav  jKo^ci  o  Xftrroi,  said  Suidas ;  *  His  body,'  viz.  mysti- 
cal, '  Christ  calls  his  church.'  Among  the  Greeks,  it  sig-* 
nifies  a  convention  or  assembly  met  together  for  public 
employment  and  affairs;  irway^tynv  ox^v:  so  Aristophanes 
understands  it ;  ii  'MMkn^ut  y  o^x'  ^*^  voSrof  yiywreu ;  ''  Is  there 
not  a  convocation  or  an  assembly  called  for  this  Plutus*?" 
Now,  by  translation  this  word  is  used  among  'Christians  to 
signify  ''  all  them,  who,  out  of  the  whole  mass  of  mankind, 
are  called  and  come,  and  are  gathered  together  by  the  voice 
and  call  of  God,  to  the  worship  of  God  through  Jesus  Christ, 
and  the  participation  of  eternal  good  things  to  follow  :^  so 
that  '  the  church '  is  '  a  company  of  men  and  women  pro« 
fessing  the  saving  doctrine  of  Jesus  Christ.'  This  is  the 
church  '  in  sensu  forensi,'  ^and  in  the  sight  of  men ;  bat 
because  '  glorious  things  are  spoken  of  the  city  of  God,'  the 
professors  of  Christ's  doctrine  are  but  imperfectly  and  in- 
choatively  the  church  of  God ;  but  they  who  are  indeed  holy 
and  obedient  to  Christ's  laws  of  iaith  and  manners, — that  live 
according  to  his  laws,  and  walk  by  his  example ;  these  are 
truly  and  perfectly  '  the  church,'  and  they  have  this  signs* 
ture,  ''  God  knoweth  who  are  his."  These  ate  the  church 
of  God  in  the  eyes  and  heart  of  God.  For  tfie  church  of 
God  are  the  body  of  Christ;  but  the  mere  pcpfession  of 
Christianity  makes  no  man  a  member  of  Christ ;  *^  NeiAer 
eircumcision  nor  uncircuracision  availeth  any  thing  in  Christ 
Jesus ;. nothing  but  a  new  creature;"  nothing  but  ^  a  faith 
working  by  love ;"  and  ^  keeping  the  commandments  of 

•' JSruBck,  171. 
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Cbd.^  Now  tliey  that  do  tUs,  ore  not  known  to  be  sach 
by  men ;  bat  tbey  are  only  known  to  God ;  and,  th^refore^ 
it  ia  in  a  true  sense  **  the  invisible  church;"  not  that  there 
are  two  churches,  or  two  societies,  in  separation  from  each 
other;  or  that  one  can  be  seen  by  men,  and  the  other 
cannot:  for  then  either  we  must  run  after  the  church,  whom 
we  ought  not  to  imitate ;  or  be  blhid  in  pursuit  of  the  other 
ihat  can  never  be  found;  and  our  eyes  serve  for  nothing 
but  to  run  after  false  fires.  No,  these  two  churches 
«re  but  one  society;  the  one  is  within  the  other;  *^  They 
walk  together  to  tiie ''house  of  Ood  as  friends,  they  take 
•weet  counsel  together/'  and  eat  the  bread  of  God  in  com* 
anon:  but  yet  though  the  men  be  visible,  yet  that  quality 
and  excellency  by  which  they  are  constituted  .Christ's  mem* 
here,  and  distinguished  from  mere  professors  and  ontsides 
of  Christians,  this,  I  say,  is  not  visible.  All  that  redly 
and  heartily  serve  Christ  '  in  abdito,'  do  also  profess  to  do 
BO ;  they  serve  him  in  the  secret  of  the  heart,  and  in  the 
secret  chamber,  and  in  the  public  assemblies,  unless  by  an 
interf ening  doud  of  persecution  they  be  for  a  while  hid, 
and  made  less  conspicuous :  but  the  invisible  church .  ordi* 
aarily  and  regularly  is  part  of  the  visible,  but  yet  that  only 
'{Mfft  that  is  the  true  one;  and  the  rest  but  by  denominsr 
tion  of  law,  and  in  common  speaking. are  the  church,r— not 
jn  mystical  union,  not  in  proper  relation  to  Christ ;  they  are 
not  the  house  of  God,  not  the  temple  of  the  Holy  Ghost, 
not  the  members  of  Christ;  and  no  man  can  deny  this. 
Hypocrites  are  not  Christ's  servants,  and  therefore  not 
-Christ's  members,  and  therefore  no  part  of  the. church  of 
God,  but  improperly  and  equivocally,  as  a  dead  inan  is  a 
■nn;  all  which  is  perfectly  summed  up  in  those  words  of 
SL  Austin  \  saying,  ''  that  the  body  of  Christ  is  not  '  bipar* 
tilnm/  it  is  not  a  '  double  body :'  '  non  enim  revera  Domini 
corpus  est^  quod  cum  illo  non  erit  in  eetemum ;'  ^  all  that  ate 
Glmst's  body,  shall  reign  wkh  Christ  for  ever.' "  And,  there* 
lore,  they  who  are  of  their  father,  die  devil,  are  the  synagogue 
txf  Satan,  and  of  such  is  not  the  kingdom  of  God :  and .  all 
thia  is  no  more  than  what  St,  Paul  said ;  ^*  They  ar^  not  all 
Jsrael,  who  -are  of  Israel*^:"  and,  '*  He  is  not  a  Jew  that  is 

•  Ds.  Deetr.  dirist.  hb.  iii.  c.  St.  Rom.  ix.  6. 
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one  outwardly,  bat  he  is  a  Jew  that  is  one  inwardly*/'  VaW 
if  any  part  of  mankind  will  agree  to  call  the  lUUTersality  of 
professors  by  the  title  of  the  '  church/  they  may  if  they 
will ;  any  word,  by  consent,  may  signify  any  thing :  but  if  by 
'  church '  we  mean  that  society  which  is  really  joined  to 
Christ,  which  hath  received  the  Holy  Spirit,  which  is  heir  of 
the  promises,  and  the  good  things  of  Ood,  which  is  the  body 
of  which  Christ  is  head ;  then  the  invisible  part  of  the  visible 
church,  that  is,  the  true  servants  of  Christ  only^  are  the 
church ;  that  is,  to  them  only  appertain  the  Spirit  and  the 
truth,  the  promises  and  the  graces,  the  privileges  and  ad* 
vantages  of  the  Gospel :  to  others  they  appertain,  as  the 
promise  of  pardon  does ;  that  is,  when  they  have  made  them*> 
selves  capable. 

For  since  it  is  plain  and  certain,  that  Christ's  promise  of 
giving  the  Spirit  to  his  apostles  vras  merely  conditional,  '  if 
they  did  love  him,'  '  if  they  did  keep  his  commandments':' 
since  it  is  plainly  affirmed  by  the  apostle,  that,  by  rea^n  ef 
wicked  lives,  men  and  women  did  turn  apostates  from  the 
faith,  since  nothing  in  the  world  does  more  quench  the 
Spirit  of  Wisdom  and  of  God  than  an  impure  life ;  it  is  not 
to  be  supposed  that  '  the  church,'  as  it  signifies  ^  the  pro* 
fessors'  only  of  Christianity,  can  have  an  infallible  spirit  of 
truth.  If  the  church  of  Christ  have  an  indefectibility,  then 
it  must  be  that  which  is  in  the  state  of  grace,  and  the  Divine 
favour.  They  whom  God  does  not  love,  cannot  fall  from 
God's  love ;  but  the  faithful  onlv  and  obedient  are  beloved  of 
God :  others  may  believe  rightly ;  but  so  do  the  devils,  who 
are  no  parts  of  the  church,  but  princes  of  '  eccleaia  malig* 
nantium ;'  and  it  will  be  a  strange  proposition  whidh  aifinns 
any  one  to  be  of  the  church,  for  no  other  reason  but  such  as 
qualifies  the  devil  to  be  so  too.  For  there  is  no  other  di& 
ference  between  the  devil's  faith  and  the  faith  of  a  man  that 
lives  wickedly,  but  that  there  are  hopes  the  wicke4  man  may, 
by  his  faith,  be  converted  to  holmess  of  life,  and,  oonse* 
quently,  be  a  member  of  Christ  and  the  church, — which  the 
devils  never  can  be.  To  be  converted  firom  Gentiliam,  or 
Judaism,  to  the  Christian  faith,  is  an  excellent  thing;  but  it 
is,  therefore  so  excellent,  because  that  is  God's  usual  way^ 

<  Rom.  ii.  2B,  «9.  *  Mn,  xiv.  15,  IS. 
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by  that  faith  to  convert  them  unto  God,  from  their  vain 
conversation  unto  holiness.  That  was  the  conversion  which 
was  designed  by  the  preaching  of  the  Gospel ;  of  which,  to 
believe  merely,  was  but  the  entrance  and  introduction. 

Now  besides  the  evidence  of  the  thing  itself,  and  the 
notice  of  it  in  Scripture  %  let  me  observe,  that  this  very  thing 
is,  in  itself,  a  part  of  the  article  of  fistith;  for  if  it  be  asked, 
'  What  is  the  catholic  church?' — the  apostles'  creed  defines 
it ;  it  is  '  communio  sanctorum,'  ^  I  believe  the  holy  catholic 
church/  that  is,  '  the  communion  of  saints,*  the  conjunction 
of  all  them  whb  heartily  serve  God  through  Jesus  Christ ; 
the  one  is  indeed  exegetical  of  the  other,  as  that  which  is 
plainer  is  explicative  of  that  which  is  less  plain ;  but  else 
they  are  but  the  same  thing  t  which  appears  dso  in  this,  that 
in  some  creeds  the  latter  words  are  left  out,  and  particularly 
in  the  Constantinopolitan,  as  being  understood  to  be  in  efiect 
but  another  expression  of  the  same  article.  To  the  same 
sense  exactly  Clemens  of  Alexandria^  defines  the  church  to 
be  ''  the  congregation  of  the  elect ;"  w  ya^  wv  rw  roww^ 
AMa  TO  Sdfw^fAa  rSf  tx^tjrrAfv,  otMXno'iav  xa^ar  ''  By  the  church 
I  do  not  mean  the  place,  but  the  gathering  or  heap  of  the 
elect;  for  this  is  the  better  temple  for  the  receiving  the 
greatness  of  the  dignity  of  God.  For  that  living  thing  which 
is  of  great  price,  to  him  who  is  worthy  of  all  pric^,  yea,  to 
whose  price  nothing  is  too  great,  K  vrcpox^r  aytornros  McAii' 
fMToi,  *  is  consecrated  by  the  excellency  of  holiness.' "  But 
more  full  is  that  of  St.  Austin  k,  who  spends  two  chapters  in 
a£Brming,  that  only  they  who  serve  God  faithfully,  are  the 
church  of  God :  "  *  The  temple  of  God  is  holy,  which 
temple  ye  are.'  For  this  is  in  the  good  and  faithful,  and  the 
holy  servants  of  God,  scattered  everywhere,  and  combined 
)by  a  spiritual  union  in  the  same  communion  of  sacraments, 
whether  they  know  one  another  by  face  or  no.  Others,  it  is 
certain,  are  so  said  to  be  in  the  house  of  God,  that  they  do 
not  pertain  to  the  structure  of  the  house,  nor  to  the  society 
of  fructifying  and  peace-making  justice,  but  are  as  chaff  in 
the  wheat.  For  we  cannot  deny  that  they  are  in  the  house, 
the  apostle  Paul  saying,  ^  That  in  a  great  house  there  are 

^  Epbes.  ii.  1,  f ,  3, 4,  5. 

'  aem.  Alex.  Strom,  lib.  vii.  p.  715.  edit.  Paris.  A.  D.  16f9. 
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not  only  reiseb  of  gold  and  silver,  bat  wood  and  earth,  soiM 
for  honour  and  some  for  dishonour/'' — And  a  litde  before *t 
*'  I  do  not  speak  rashly,  when  I  say,  some  are  so  in  the 
house  of  God,  that  they  also  are  that  very  house  of  God, 
which  is  said  to  be  built  upon  a  rock,  which  is  called  the 
only  dove,  the  fair  spouse  without  spot  or  wrinkle,  the 
^aitlen  shut  up,  a  fountain  sealed,  a  pit  of  living  water,  n 
fmitPul  paradise.  This  is  the  house  which  hath  leoeii^  th^ 
keys,  and  the  power  of  loosing  and  binding ;  whosoever  shall 
despise  this  house,  reproving  and  correcting  him,  he  saitii^ 
*.  let  him  be  as  an  heathen  and  a  publican/''  And  then  he 
proceeds  to  describe  who  are  this  house,  by  the  characters  of 
sanctity,  of  charity,  and  unity.  "  Propter  malam  poHtttuiH 
que  conscienttam  damnati  k  Christo,  jam  in  corpora  Christi 
non  sunt,  quod  est  e^Iesia;  quoniam  non  potest  Chtistotf 
habere  damnata  membra :"  ''  Those  who  are  condemned  by 
Christ  for  their  evil  and  polluted  consciences,  are  not  in 
Christ^s  body,  which  is  the  church;  for  Christ  hath  no 
damned  members." 

And  this,  besides  that  it  is  expressly  taught  in  the  An* 
gustan  confession,  it  is  also  the  doctrine  of  divers  Romaii 
doctors,  that  wicked  men  are  not  true  members  of  ihebody 
of  the  church,  but  equivocally.  So  Alexander  of  Alesj 
Hugo,  and  Aquinas,  as  they  are  quoted  by  Turrecremata ; 
so  Petrus  il  Soto,  Melchior  Canus,  and  others,  as  Bellarmine 
himself  confesses  >;  so  that  if  it  be  said  that  evil  men  are  m 
the  church,  it  is  true,  but  they  are  not  of  the  church ;  as  St; 
John's  expression  is,  *^  fior  if  they  had  been  of  us,  they  wooM 
have  tarried  with  us :"  which  words  seem  to  be  of  the  mmm 
sense  with  those  fathers,  who  affirm  the  church  to  be  '  die 
number  of  the  predestinate,  whom  God  loves  to  the  end/ 
But  however, '  the  wicked  are  only  in  the  body  of  the  churchy 
as  peccant  humours,  and  excrements,  and  hair^  and  putre-* 
faction;'  so  said  St.  Austin,  as  Bellarmine  quotes  him:  and 
the  same  thing,  in  almost  the  same  words,  is  set  down  bf 


^  S.  Aog.  lib.  ii.  contr.  Cretcen.  c.  tl.  Vide  Ennd.  lib.  ti.  eontr.  Petit 
«.  ttU.  lib.  i?.  de  Bapt.  c«  5.,  Kb.  ti.  c  5. 

*  Mali  qnidetn  tnot  in  ecclesift,  sed  non  de  ecclesift;  qnia  mail  non  rant 
de  regno  Dei,  led  de  regno  diaboll.  Yideetiam  Greg.  H. lib. sxviiL gor. 
Moral,  o.  9.  lib*  i.  c  Sf.  npod  Bell.  lib.  H.  c.  9.  JDe  EeclcaiA  Militante. 
Tract.  2.  in  epitt.  Joluuk  Bellar*  abiwipii  leeL  Idem  AngmtfoHk 
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Coster,  the  Jesuitic :  and  when  Bellarmuiei  attempts  to 
answer  this  saying  of  St.  Austin,  he  says,  he  means  that 
•'  the  wicked  are  not  in  the  church  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  godly  are;"  that  is,  not  as  living  members:  which, 
though  it  be  put  in  the  place  of  an  answer/  to  amuse  the 
young  fellows  that  are  captivated  with  the  admirable  method 
of  ^  objectio '  and  *  solutio ;'  yet  it  plainly  confesses  the 
point  in  question,  viz.  that  the  wicked  are  not  members  of 
Christ's  body ;  and  if  they  be  not,  then  to  them  belong  not 
the  privileges  and  promises  which  Ood  gave  and  promised  to 
his  church :  for  they  were  given  for  the  sake  of  the  saints 
only,  saith  St  Austin;  and  Bellarmine  confesses  it^. '  But 
I  need  not  be  digging  the  cisterns  for  this  truth;  Christ 
himself  hath  taught  it  to  us  very  plainly " ;  "Ye  are  my 
friends,  if  ye  do  whatsoever  I  command  you:"  not  upon  any 
other  terms;  and  I  hope  none  but  friends  are  parts  of 
Christ's  mystical  body,  members  of  the  church  whereof  he  is 
head;  and  the  only  condition  of  this  is,  ''  if  we  do  what- 
soever Christ  commanded  us<*."  And  that  this  very  blessing 
and  promise  of  knowing  and  understanding  the  will  of  Ood 
appertains  only  to  the  godly, .  Christ  declares  in  the  very 
next  words ;  "  Henceforth  I  call  you  not  servants ;  for  the 
servant  knoweth  not  what  his  Lord  doth ;  but  I  have  called 
you  friends,  for  all  things  I  have  heard  from  my  father  I 
have  made  known  unto  you."  So  that,  being  Uie  friends 
of  God,  is  the  only  way  to  know  the  will  of  God;  none 
are  infallible  but  they  that  are  holy ;  and  they  shall  certainly 
be  directed  by  Christ,  and  the  spirit  of  Christ.  "  If  any  m€ai 
will  do  his  will,  he  shall  know  of  the  doctrine,  whether  it 
be  of  God,  or  whether  I  speak  qf  myself,"  said,  our  blessed 
Lord  p.  And  St.  John  said,  "  Ye  have  received  the  unction 
ttom  above,  and  that  anointing  teacheth  you  all  thingsi.'^ 
The  spirit  of  God  is  the  great  teacher  of  all  truth  to  the 
church ;  but  they  that  '  grieve  the  holy  spirit  of  God,'  they 
that  Vquench  the  spirit,'  they  that  'defile  his  temple,'  from 
these  men  he  will  surely  depart :  that  '  he  shall  abide  with 
men  unto  the  end  of  the  worid/  is  a  promise  not  belonging 

^  Coster  Apolog.  pro  parte  36.  '  Eocliirid.  c.  12.  lect*  Qui  noo. 

■  Ibid.  sect.  Kcspondeo,  Aagastinnin. 

"  John,  xiv.  t\,  and  xv.  14.  ojohn,  xW.  15. 

P  John  vii.  17.  i  1  John,  ii.  27. 
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to  them,  but  to  them  '  that  keep  his  commftfidmentB/  The 
external  parts  of  religion  may  be  ministered  by  wieked 
persons,  and  by  wicked  persons  may  be  received;  bat  the 
secrets  of  the  kingdom,  the  spiritual  excellencies  of  ike 
Gospel,  that  is,  truth  and  holiness,  a  saving  and  an  un-^ 
reprovabte  faith,  and  an  indefectible  love,  to  be  united  to 
Christ,  and  to  be  members  of  bis  body ;  these  are  the  portions 
6f  saints,  not  of  widced  persons,  whether  clergy  or  laity* 
^  The  mouth  of  the  just  bringeth  forth  wisdom,  and  die  lips 
of  the  righteous  know  what  is  acceptable/'  said  Solomon  ' : 
but  when  we  consider  those  men  who  '  detain  the  fcith  in 
unrighteousness,'  it  is  no  wonder  that  God  leaves  tb<$m,  wad 
gives  them  over  to  believe  a  Ke,  and  delivers  them  to  the 
spirit  of  illusion ;  and,  therefore,  it  will  be  ill  to  mske  ooi^ 
(kith  to  rely  upon  such  dangerous  fonndations.  As  all  the 
principles  and  graces  of  the  Gospel  are  tlve  propriety  of 
the  godly ;  so  they  only  are  the  church  of  God,  of  which 
glorious  things  are  spoken,  and  it  will  be  vain  to  talk  of  the 
infaltibility  of  God's  church :  the  Roman  doctors  either  most 
eonfess  it  subjected  here,  that  is,  m  the  church  in  tbis  sease^ 
or  they  can  find  it  nowhere.  In  short,  this  is  the  ohtenKJll 
(in  the  sense  now  explicated),  which  is  the '  pillar  find  ground 
of  truth;'  but  this  is  not  the  sense  of  the  church  of  Rome; 
and,  therefor^,  ftoin  hence  tbey,  refosing  to  have  their 
learning,  can  never  pretend  wisely,  that  they  can  be  inlUlibiy 
directed. 

We  have  seen  what  is  the  true  meaning  of  the  church  of 
God,  aeco#ding  to  the  Scriptures,  and  fathers,  and  sometimes 
persons  formerly  in  the  chnroh  of  Rome.  In  the  -next  place, 
let  us  see  what,  nowadays,  they  mean  by  the  chnreh,  with 
which  name  or  word  they  so  much  abuse  the  world. 

1.  Therefore,  by  church  sometimes  they  mean  the  vihold 
body  of  them  thdt  profess  Christianity :  '  Or^es  pastoribua 
adunatos,'  prieat  and  people,  bishops  and  their  flocks,  all  over 
the  world,  upon  whom  the  name  of  Christ  is  called,  whether 
they  be  dead  in  sins,  or  alive  in  the  Spirit,  whether  good 
Christians  or  false  hypocrites :  but  all  the  ^number  of  the 
baptised,  except  excommunicates,  that  are  since  cut  ofi^ 
make  this  body. 

r  ProY.s.31. 
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Kow  the  word  *  chvach,'  I  grant,  may  and  is  givea  to 
tkem,  by  way  of  suppoaition  and  legal  presamption-;  as  p, 
jttry  of  twelve  laen  are  called  '  good  men  and  true ;'  that  hj 
they  are  not  known  to  be  otherwise,  and,  therefore,  presumed 
4o  be  such :  and  they  are  the  church  in  all  human  accountS4 
that  i8>  they  are  the  congregation  of  all  that  profess  the  name 
of  Christ;  of  whom  every  particular  that  is  not  known  to  be 
wicked,  is  presumed  to  be  good';  and,  therefore,  is  still  part 
of  the  external  church  %  in  which  are  the  wheat  and  the 
tares;  and  they  are  bound  up  in  common  by  the  union  of 
tecraments  and  estemal  rites,  name,  and  profession;   but 
fay  nothing  else.    This  doctrine  is  well  explicated  by  St. 
Austin :  ^'  That  is  not  the  body  of  Christ,  which  BhaU  not 
reign  with  him  for  ever." — And  yet  we  must  not  say  it  is 
bipartite ;  but  it  is  either  true  or  mixed,  or  it  is  either  true  or 
4x>unterfeit ;  or  some  such  thing.   ''  For  not  only  in  eternity, 
fawt  even  now,  hypocrites  are  not  to  belaid  to  be  with  Chris}^ 
although  Aey  may  seetn  to  be  of  his  church.    But  die 
Scripture  speaks  of  those  and  these  as  if  they  were  both  of 
ooie  body,  '  propter  tempofralem  conmuxtionem  et  commu^ 
SDOiiem  sacramentomm :'  they  are  only  combined  '  by  a 
temporal  mixtion,  and  united  by  the  common  use  of  the 
aaerameotsr"'    And  this,  to  my  sense,  all  the  churches  of 
the  wodd  seem  to  say;  for  when  they  excommunicate  a 
person,  then  they  throw  him  -out  of  die  church;  meaniqg, 
that  flfl  his  being  in  tiie  church  of  which  they  could  take 
cognizance,  is  but  by  the  communion  of  sacraments  and 
extenml  society.    Now^  eut  of  this  sodety  no  man  must 
depart;  becasrse,  akhonigfa  a  better  union  with  Christ  and 
ihie  another  is  nioat  necessary,  yet  even  this  cannot^  ought 
not,  to  be  neglected ;  for  by  the  outward,  the  inward  is  set 
ibrwafd  and  promoted:  and,  therefore,  jbo  depart  from  the 
cfxternal  conmntinDa  of  the  chwch,  uppn  •pretence  that  tkf 
wicked  are  mkigled  with  the  goiBy^  is  foolbh  and  unreason- 
able <  4  for  by  such  departing,  a  man  is  not  sure  he  shall 
d£qpart  foom.  aU  tfae  wicked,  but  he^is  sure  he  shall  leave  the 
cmnmumon  of  the  good,  who  ar«  mingled  in  the  common 

•  Dt  Doctr.  Crist,  lib.  iii.  c.  52. 

t  Impediri  aon  debet  ^det  tot  carittt  nostrm,  ut,  ^ttdnitti  ilSMlN-cMfe 
ifi  ccclcftlA  cernimm,  ipsi  de  ecclctil^  raeedsmw.  S.  Cypr.  lib.  iii.  ep.  5. 
ad  Msximnn.— Scil.  ep.  51.  edit. 


340  OF  THE  CHURCH. 

mass  with  the  wicked ;  or  else,  all  that  which  we  call  the 
church  is  wicked.  And  what  can  snch  men  propound  to 
themselves  of  advantage,  when  they  certainly  forsake  the 
society  of  the  good,  for  an  imaginary  departure  from  the 
wicked ;  and  after  all  the  care  they  can  take,  they  leave  a 
society  in  which  are  some  intemperate,  or  many  woridly 
men,  and  erect  a  congregation,  for  aught  they  know,  of 
none  but  hypocrites  ? 

So  that  which  we  call  the  church  is  ^'  permixta  ecclesia," 
as  St.  Austin"  is  content  it  should  be  called,  "  a  mixed  as 
sembly;''  and  for  this  mixture'  sake,  under  the  knot  of 
external  communion,  the  church,  that  is,  all  the  company,  is 
esteemed  one  body ;  and  the  appellatives  are  made  in  com- 
mon, and  so  are  the  addresses,  and  offices  and  ministries : 
because,  of  those  that  are  not  now,  some  will  be  good ;  and 
a  great  many  that  are  evil,  are  undiscemibly  so ;  and  in  that 
communion  are  the  ways,  and  ministries,  and  engagements 
g{  being  good ;  and  above  all,  in  that  society  are  all  those 
that  are  really  good  ;  therefore  it  is  no  wonder,  that  we  call 
this  great  mixtion  by  the  name  of '  ecclesia/  or  the  *  church :' 
but  then,  since  the  chtirch  hath  a  more  sacred  notion,  it  is  the 
spouse  of  Christ,  his  dove,  his  beloved,  his  body,  his  mem* 
bers,  his  temple,  his  house  in  which  he  loves  to  dwell,  and 
which  shall  dwell  with  him  for  ever;  and  this  church  is 
known,  and  discerned,  and  loved  by  God,  and  is  united  unto 
Christ :  therefore,  although,  when  we  speak  of  all  the  acts 
and  duties,  of  the  judgments  and  nomenclatures,  of  outwaid 
appearances  and  accounts  of  law,  we  call  the  mixed  society 
by  the  name  of  the  church :  yet  when  we  consider  it  in  the 
true,  proper,  and  primary  meaning,  by  the  intention  of  Crod, 
and  ^e  nature  of  the  thing,  and  the  intercourses  between 
God  and  his  church ;  all  the  promises  of  God,  the  Spirit  of 
God,  the  life  of  God,  and  all  the  good  things  of  God  are 
peculiar  to  the  church  of  Crod,  in  God's  sense,  in  the  way 
in  which  he  owns  it,  that  is,  as  it  is  holy,  united  unto  Christ, 
like  to  him,  and  partaker  of  the  Divine  nature.  The  other 
are  but  a  heap  of  men  keeping  good  company,  calling  them* 
selves  by  a  good  name,  managing  the  external  parts  of  union 
and  ministry ;  but  because  they  otherwise  belong  not  to  God, 

"'Ubisoprs. 
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tne  promises  no  otherwise  belong  to  them,  but  as  they  may, 
and  then  when  they  do,  return  to  God. 

Here  then  are  two  senses  of  the  word  'church/  God's 
sense,  and  man's  sense :  the  sense  of  religion,  and  the  sense 
of  go\remment ;  common  rites  and  spiritual  union. 

II.  Having  now  laid  this  foundation,  that  none  but  the 
true  servants'  of  Christ  make  the  true  qhurch  of  Christ,  and 
have  title  to  the  promises  of  Christ,  and  particularly  of  the 
Spirit  of  truth ;  and  having  observed  that  the  Roman  church 
relies  upon  the  church  under  another  notioa  and  definition : 
the  next  inquiry  is  to  be.  What  certainty  there  is  of  finding 
truth  in  this  church,  and  in  what  sense  and  meaning  it  is, 
that  in  the  church  of  God  we  shall  be  sure  to  find  it. 

Of  the  church,  in  the  first  sense,  St.  Paul  affirms ;  it  is 
''  the  pillar  and  ground  of  truth)"."  He  spake  it  of  the 
church  of  Ephesus,  or  the  holy  catholic  church  over  the 
world ;  for  there  is  the  same  reason  of  one  and  all ;  if  it  be, 
as  St.  Paul  calls  it,  *'  Ecclesia  Dei  vivi,".if  it  be  united  to  the 
head  Christ  Jesus,  every  church  is  as  much  the  'pillar  and 
ground  of  truth,'  as  all  the  church ;  which  that  we  may  un- 
derstand rightly,  we  are  to  consider  that  what  is.  pommonly 
called  the  '  church,'  is  but '  domus  ecclesiee  veras,'  a^  the  '  ec- 
clesia vera'  is  Momus  Dei:'  it  is  the  school  of  pi^y,  the 
place  of  institution  and  discipline.  Good  and  ba4  dwell 
here;  but  God  only  and  his  Spirit  dwell  with  the  good. 
They  are  all  taught  in  the  church ;  but  the  good  pply  are 
$foJi3ancToi, '  taught  by  God,'. by  an  infallible.  Spirit,  that  is, 
by  a  Spirit  which  neither  can  deceive  nor  be  deceived ;  and 
therefore  by  him  the  good,  and  they  only,  are  led  intp  all 
saving  truth ;  and  these  are  the  men  that  preserve  ike  truth 
in  holiness.  Without  this  society,  the  truth  wojixJd  be  hidden 
and  held  in  unrighteousness ;  so  that  all  good  men,  all  par- 
ticular congregations  of  good  men,  who,  upon  the  foundation, 
Christ  Jesus,  build  the  superstructure  of  a  holy  Ufe, '  are  the 
piHar  and  ground  of  truth ;'  that  is,  they  suppopt  and  defend 

.*  In  ecc1efti&'  non  est  macnla  ant  rags ;  quia  peccatortt,  dooec  «oq 
pcenitet  eos  vitic  prioris,  noo  snot  in  eeclcsii:  com  antem  panltet,  jam  ««ni 
nmt.  Italian  ep.  3.  fp.  Hympronium. 

Idem  ait  S.  Hieron.  comment  in  Ephea.  c.  5.  Macolati  ab  ek  [ecclesii] 
alieni  esse  censentur,  nisi  rursam  per  pcenitentiamfnerint  expnrgati. 

'  1  Tim.  iii.  15,  16. 
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the  trotby  ikey  follow  tad  adorn  the  truth;  which  truth 
would  in  a  little  time  be  suppmaed,  or  pbacured,  or  Taried, 
or  concealed,  and  misinterpreted,  if  the  wicked  only  had 
it  in  their  conduct    That  is :  among  good  men  we  are  most 
like  to  find  the  ways  of  peace  and  truth,  all  saving  truth, 
and  the  proper  spiritual  advantages  and  loveliness  of  truth. 
Ifow  then,  this  does  no  more  relate  to  all  churches*  than  to 
every  church.    Gk>d  will  no  more  leave  or  forsake  any  one  of 
his  &ithful  servants,  than  he  will  forsake  all  the  world.    And 
therefore  here  the  notion  of  catholic  is  of  no  use ;  for  the 
church  is  the  communion  of  saints,  wherever  it  be,  or  may 
be ;  and  that  this  church  is  catholic,  it  does  not  mean  l^ 
any  distinct  existence;  but  by  comprdiension  and  actual 
and  potential  indosure  of  all  communions  of  holy  people 
'  in  the  unity  of  the  spirit,  and  in  the  band  of  peace ;'  that  is, 
both   externally  and    internally:   'Externally'  means   the 
common  use  of  the  symbols  and  sacraments ;  for  they  are 
the  band  of  peace ;  but  the  unity  of  the  Spirit  is  the  peculiar 
of  the  saints,  and  is  the  internal  confederation  and  coojuno- 
tion  of  the  members  of  Christ's  body  in  themselves*  and  to 
their  head.    And  by  the  energy  of  this  state,  wherever  it 
happens  to  be,  all  the  Uessings  of  the  Spirit  are  entAed ; 
every  man  hath  his  share  in  it,  he  shall  never  be  left  or 
forsaken ;  and  the  Spirit  of  Ood  will  never  depart  from  hin^ 
as  long  as  he  remains  in,  and  is  of,  the  communion  of  saints. 
But  this  promise  is  made  to  him  only  as  he  is  part  of  this 
communion,  that  is,  of  the  body  of  Christ ;  *  Membruai 
divulsnm,'  if  a  limb  be  cut  off  from  the  union  of  the  body,  it 
dies.    No  man  belongs  to  God  but  he  that  is  of  this  oon^ 
munion;  but  therefore  the  greater  the  communion  is,  the 
more  abundance  of  the  Spirit  they  shall  receive ;  as  there  is 
more  wisdom  in  many  wise  men,  than  in  a  few :  and  since 
^very  single  church  or  convention  receives  it  in  the  virtue  of 
the  ^ole  church,  that  is,  in  conjunction  with  the  body  of 
Christ ;  it  is  the  whole  body  to  whom  this  appellative  be- 
longs, that  she  is  the  '  pillar  and  ground  of  trudi.'    But  sis 
every  member  receives  life  and  nourishment,  and  is  alive, 
and  is  defended  and  provided  for,  by  the  head  and  stomach, 
as  truly  and  really  as  the  whole  body :  so  it  is  in  the  church-; 
every  member  preserves  the  saving  truth,  and  every  member 
lives  unto  God,  and  so  long  as  they  do  so  they  shall  n^ver 
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^  forsalL0Q  by.  t^e  Spirit  of  Ood ;  and  this  ia  ^  every  nu^ 
sa  really  as  to  every  church ;  and  therefore  eyery  good  xnagk 
hath  his  share  in  this  appellative ;  and  the  saii^  of  Viem% 
and  Lyons  called  Attains  the  Martyir^  '^  a  pillar  and  groui^^ 
9f  the  charches*;"  and  truly  he  seems  to  have  been  a  laaii 
that  was  fully  grounded  in  the  truth,  one  that  hath  built  hiji 
house  upon  a  rock,  one  with  whom  truth  dwells,  to  whoi^ 
Christ,  the  fountain  of  truth,  will  come  and  dwell  with  him  4 
for  he  hath  built  upon  the  foundation,  Christ  Jesus  being  th^ 
ohief  conger-stone ;  and  thus  AttaluB  was  a  piflar,  one  i^pon 
whose  strengdi  others  were  made  more  coQfid^Bt,  bold,  and 
irm  in  their  persuasion;  he  was  one  of  the  pillars  that, 
hdped  to*  support  the  Christian  faith,  ancl  ehurch;  and  ye^ 
no  man  supposes  that  Attains  was  infallible;  but  so  it  is  iq 
the  case  of  ev^ry  particular  church  as  feally  aa  of  the  catholic, 
that  is,  as  to  all  churches ;  for  that  is  the  meaning  of  th^ 
word  catholic;  not  that  it  signifies  a  distiqct  being  from  1^ 
particular  church ;  and  if  taken  abstractedly,  nothing  is  ef* 
fected  by  the  word ;  but  if  taken  distributively,  then  it  i^ 
Useful,  and  material,  for  it  signifies,  that,  in  every  congrega- 
tion, ^^  where  two  or  three  are  gathered  in  the  name  of  Obrist, 
God  is  in  the  midst  of  them''  with  his  blessing  apd  with  his 
Spirit;  it  is  so  ^ in  all  the  churches  of  the  saints ;'  and  in  all 
q£  them,  as  long  as  they  remain  such,  the  truth  and  faith  ifi 
certainly  preserved.  But  then  that  in  the  apostolical  creed 
the  chufch  is  recommended  under  the  notion  of  catholic,  it 
m  of  great  use  and  excellent  mystery,  fojr  by  it  we  under** 
sta»d,  that  in  all  ages  there  is,  and  in  all  places  there  may 
be*  a  church  or  collection  of  true  Christians ;  and  this  catholic 
oburch  Qannot  f^ ;  that  is,  all  particular  churches  shall  not 
fail;  for  still  it  is  to  be  observed,  there  is  no  church  catholi<i 
f^aily  distinct  from  all  particular  churches;  and  therefore 
there  is  no  promise  made  to  ft  church  in  the  capacity  of 
being  catholic  or  universal ;  for  that  which  hath  no  distinct 
being  can  have  no  distinct  promises,  no  distinct  capacities 
but  the  promises  are  made  to  all  churches  and  to  every 
ohurch :  only  there  is  this  in  it,  if  any  church  of  one  deno- 

*  Apad  Easeb,  Eccles.  Hist.  lib.  v.  c.  1. 

*  Poto  quod  confenienter  hi,  qui  episcopatom  bene  administrant  in 
ecelettiii,  *  trabet'  dtci  poasant,  qttibm  aostetitatar  ct  tegiUir  omne  ftdificiani. 
Origea.  HonuL  io  Caali^a. 
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iKihiatioii  shall  be  cut  off,  other  branches  shall  stand  by  faith, 
and  still  be  in  the  vine :  the  church  of  God  cannot  be  without 
Christ  their  head,  and  the  head  will  not  suffer  his  body  to 
perish.  Thus  I  understand  the  meaning  of  the  church's 
being  *  the  pillar  and  ground  of  truth/  Just  as  we  may  say, 
human  understanding,  and  the  experience  of  mankind,  is  the 
pillar  and  ground  of  true  philosophy ;  but  there  is  no  such 
abstracted  being  as  human  understanding,  distinct  from  the 
understanding  of  all  individual  men.  Every  universal  is  but 
an  intentional  or  notional  being:  so  is  the  word  catholic 
relating  to  the  church,  if  it  be  understood  as  something 
separated  from  all  particular  churches;  and  I  do  not  find 
that  it  is  any  other  ways  used  in  Scripture  than  in  the  distri- 
butive -sense.  So  St.  Paul,  **  The  care  of  all  the  churches  is 
upon  me :"  that  is,  he  was  the  apostle  of  the  catholic  church 
of  the  Gentiles  :  and  so  "  I  teach  in  all  the  churches  of  the 
saints :"  and  in  this  sense  it  is,  that  I  say,  the  apostles  have, 
in  the  creed,  comprehended  all  the  Christian,  worid,  all  the 
congregations  of  Christ's  servants,  in  the  word  *  catholic' 

But  then  2.  It  is  to  be  considered  that  this  epithet  of 
the  church  to  be  the  '  pillar  and  ground  of  truth'  is  to  be 
understood,  to  signify  in  opposition  to  all  religions  that  were 
not  Christian.  The  implied  antithesis  is  not  of  the  whole  to 
it9  parts,  but  of  kind  to  kind ;  it  is  not  so  called  to  distio* 
guish  it  from  conventions  of  those  who  disagree  in  the  house 
of  God,  but  from  those  that  are  out  of  the  house ;  meaning 
that  whatever  pretences  of  religion  the  Gentile  temples,  or 
the  Jewish  synagogues  could  make,  truth  could  not  b^  found 
among  them,  but  only  in  those  who  are  assembled  in  the 
name  of  Christ,  who  profess  his  faith,  and  are  of  the  Christian 
religion:  for  they  alone  can  truly  pretend  to  be  the  con* 
servers  of  truth ;  to  them  only  now  are  committed  the  oracles 
of  God,  and  if  these  should  fail,  truth  would  be  at  a  loss,  and 
not  be  found  in  any  other  assemblies.  In  this  sense  St.  Psol 
spake  usefully  and  intelligibly ;  for  if  the  several  conventions 
of  separated  and  disagreeing  Christians  should  call  them* 
selves,  as  they  do  and  always  did,  the  '  church ;'  the  question 
would  be,  which  were  the  church  of  God ;  and  by  this  rule 
you  were  never  the  nearer  to  know  where  truth  is  to  be 
found :  for  if  you  say,  *  in  the  church  of  God/ — several  pretend 
to  it,  who  yet  do  not  teach  the  truth :  and  then  you  must  find 
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out  what  is  truth,  before  you  fiud.  the  church.  But  whea 
the  churches  of  Christians  are  distinguished  from  the  assem- 
blies of  Jews,  and  Turks,  and  heathens ;  she  is  visible  and 
distinguishable  and  notorious :  and,  therefore,  they  that  lo?e 
the  truth  of  God,  the  saving  truth  that  makes  us  wise  xmto 
salvation,  must  become  Christians ;  and  in  the  assemblies  of 
Christians  they  must  look  for  it  as  in  tho  proper  repository, 
and  there  they  shall  find  it. 

3.  But  then  it  is  also  considerable,  what  truth  that  is^ 
of  which  the  church  of  the  living  God  is  the  pillar  and 
ground?  It  is  only  of  the  saving  truth  of  the  Gospel, 
that  whereby  they  are  made  members  of  Christ,  the  house 
of  God,  the  temples  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  For  the  spirit  of 
God  being  the  church's  teacher,  he  will  teach,  us  to  avoid 
evil  and  to  do  good,  to  be  wise  and  simple,  to  be.  careful  and 
profitable,  to  know  God,  and  whom  he  hath  sent,  Jesus 
Christ, — to  increase  in  the  knowledge  and  love  of  them,  to 
be  peaceable  and  charitable,  but  not  to  entertain  ourselves 
and  our  *'  weak  brethren  with  doubtful  disputations,"  but 
to  keep  close  to  the  foundation,  and  to  superstruct  upon 
that  a  holy  life ;  that  is,  God  teaches  his  church  the  way 
of  salvation,  that  which  is  necessary,  and  that  which  is 
useful «'(  olxoioijAy  oriVTEfli;  nou  ayaTu^,  that  **  which  will  make  us 
wise  unto  salvation."  But  in  this  school  we  are  not  taught 
curious  questions,  unedifying  notions,  to  untie  knots  which 
interest  and  vanity,  which  pride  and  covetousness  have  intro- 
duced ;  these  are  taught  by  the  devil,  to  divide  the  church, 
and  by  busying  them  in  that  which  profits  not,  to  make 
them  neglect  the  wisdom  of  God  and  the  holiness  of  the 
spirit.  And  we  see  this  truth  by  the  experience  of  above 
1500  years.  The  churches  have  troubled  themselves  with 
infinite  variety  of  questions,  and  divided  their  precious  unity, 
and  destroyed  charity,  and  instead  of  contending  against 
the  devil  and  all  his  crafty  methods,  they  have  contended 
against  one  another,  and  excommunicated  one  another,  and 
anathematized  and  damned  one  another ;  and  no  man  is  the 
better  after  all,  but  most  men  are  very  much  the  worse; 
and  the  churches  are  in  the  world  still  divided  about 
questions  that  commenced  twelve  or  thirteen  ages  since; 
and  they  are  like  to  be  so  for  ever,  till  Eliaa  come ;  which 
shows  plainly,  that  God  hath  not  interested  himself  in  the 
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ffe¥^tioB8  of  sQoh  tbingB ;  and  that  he  hath  given  us  w> 
Hieana  of  ending  theai»  but  chanty,  and  a  return  to  the 
simple  ways  of  kinh.  And  this  is  yet  the  more  considerable, 
because  men  are  so  far  from  finduig  out  a  way  to  end  the 
questions  they  have  made,  that  the  very  ways  of  ending 
them,  which  they  propounded  to  themselyes,  are  now  be* 
come  the  greatest  questions ;  and  consequently  themselYes, 
and  all  their  other  unnecessary  questions,  are  indeterminable ; 
their  very  remedies  have  increased  the  disease^  And  yet  we 
may  observe,  that  God's  ways  are  not  like  ours,  and  that  his 
ways  are  the  ways  of  truth  and  everlasting ;  he  hath  by  his 
wise  providence  preserved  the  plain  pkoes  of  Scripture,  and 
the  apostle's  creed,  in  all  churches,  to  be  the  rule  and 
measure  of  that  fieuth,  by  which  the  churches  are  saved, 
and  which  is  only  that  means  of  the  unity  of  spirit,  which 
is  the  band  of  peace  in  matters  of  belief.  And  what  have 
the  churches  done  since?  To  what  necessary  truths  are 
they,  after  all  their  clampers,  advanced,  since  the  apostles 
left  to  them  that  rm^  ill^axfif  that  sound  '  form  of  woards 
and  'doctrine?'  What  one  great  thing  is  there  beyond 
this,  in  which  they  all  agree,  or  in  which  they  can  be  brought 
to  agree  ?  He  that  wisely  observes  the  ways  of  God,  and 
the  ways  of  man,  will  easily  peroeive  that  God's  goodness 
prevails  over  all  the  malice  and  all  the  follies  of  mankind  4 
and  that  nothing  is  to  be  relied  upon  a^  a  rule  of  truthj 
and  the  ways  of  peace,  but  what  Christ  hath  plainly  taught, 
and  the  i^ostles  from  him;  for  he  alone  'is  the  author 
and  finisher  of  our  faith ;'  he  began  it,  and  he  perfected  it; 
and  unless  God  had  mightily  preserved  it,  we  had  spoiled  it. 
Now,  to  bring  all  this  home  to  the  present  inquiry.  The 
ereskt  and  intendment  of  the  premises  is  this«  They  who,  slight- 
ing the  plain  and  perfect  rule  of  Scripture,  rely  upon  the  church 
as  an  infallible  guide  of  faith,  and  judge  of  questions ;  either 
by  the  church,  mean  the  congregation  and  communion  of 
saints,  or  the  outward  church  mingled. of  good  and  bad; 
and  tins  is  intended  either  to  mean  a  particular  church  of 
one  name;  or  by  it  they  understand  the  catholic  church^ 
Now,  in  what  sense  soever  they  depend  upon  the  church 
for  decision  of  questions,  expecting  an  infallible  determinaT 
tion  and  conduct;  the  church  of  Rome  will  find  she 
relies  upon  a  reed  of  Egypt,  or  at  least  a  staff  of  wooU    If 


Qf  IPHB  CHUBCH,  347 

1^  tfie  chinrch  tliey  mean  the  commttiioa  of  B^nti  owly, 
though  the  peiBona  of  men  be  viaiUe^  yet«  becasse  their 
distincthre  cognisance  is  invisible*  they  can  never  see  their 
^aide;  and,  therefore,  they  can  never  know  whether  they 
go  right  or  wrong.    And  the  sad  pressure  of  ^his  arguneo^ 
BeHarmine  saw  well  enough:    '^  It  is  necessary  (saith  he^) 
it  should  be  infallibly  certain  to  us,  i^fbich  assembly  of 
inen  is  the  churclu     For>  since  the  Scriptures,  traditions, 
and  plainly  all  doctrines  dep^ad  on  the  testimony  of  the 
church,  unless  it  be  most  sure  whidi  is  the  true  church, 
all  things  will  be  wholly  unoertam.    But  it  cannot  appear 
to  us  whidi  is  the   true  churdi>  if  internal  faith  be  re- 
quired of  erery  monber  or  part  of  the  church/'    Now^ 
how   necessary   true    saving   fiath,  or  holiness  is  (which 
Bellannine   calls  'internal   faithO*  I  refer   myself  to  the 
premises.      It   is   not   the   church,    unless   the   members 
of  the  church  be   members    of  Christy  living  member^; 
for  the  church  is  truly  Christ's  living  body.     And  ye^ 
if  they  by  church  mean   any   thing   else,    they    cannot 
be  assured  of  an  infidlible  guide;  for  all  that  are  not 
the  true  servants  of  God,  have  no  promise  of  the  abode 
of  the  spirit  of  truth  with  them :  so  that  the  true  church 
cannot  be  a  public  judge  of  questions  to  men,  because  God 
only  knows  her  numbers  and  her  members :  and  the  church, 
in  dke  other  sense,  if  she  be  made  a  judge,  she  is  very  likely 
to  be  deceived  herself ;  and  therefore,  cannot  be  relied  upon 
by  you ;  for  the  promise  of  an  infallible  spirit,  the  spirit 
of  truth  was  never  made  to  any  but  to  the  communion  of 
saints.    3.  If  by  the  church  you  mean  any  particular  churchy 
which  will  you  choose ;  since  every  such  church  is  esteemed 
mUble?    But  if  you  mean  the  catholic  church;  then,  if 
you  mean  her,  an  abstracted  separate  being,  from  all  par- 
ticulars, you  pursue  a  doud,  and  fall  in  love  with  an  idea^ 
and  a  child  of  fancy:  hut  if  by  'cathoUc'  yon  mean  aU 
particular  churches  in  the  world;  then,  though  truth  does 
infkUibly  dweU  amongst  them,  yet  you  can  never  go  to 
school  to  them  aU  to  learn  it, — in  such  questions,  which 
are  curious  and  unnecessary,  and  by  which  the  salvatioj^ 
of  souls  is  not  promoted,  and  on  which  it  does  not  rely; 

^ 'LHi.  Ui.  de  Bed.  milit.  «a|^.  10.  Sect  Ad  hoc,  mcom  en. 
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not  only  because  God  never  intended  his  saints  and  servants 
shocdd  have  an  infallible  spirit,  so  to  no  purpose;  but, 
also,  because  no  man  can  hear  what  aH  the  Christians  of 
the  world  do  say;  no  man  can  go  to  them,  nor  consult 
with  them  all ;  nor  ever  come  to  the  knowledge  of  their 
opinions  and  particular  sentiments.  And»  therefore,  in  this 
inquiry,  to  talk  of  the  church  in  any  of  the  present  signifi- 
cations, is  to  make  use  of  a  word  that  hath  no  meaning, 
serving  to  the  end  of  this  great  inquiry. 

III.  The  church  of  Rome,  to  provide  for  this  necessity, 
have  thought  of  a  way  to  find  out  such  a  church  as  may 
salve  this  phsenomenon:  and  by  church,  they  mean  the 
'representation  of  a  diurch  :*  the  'church  representative' 
is  this  infallible  guide;  the  clergy,  they  are  the  church,— the 
teaching  and  the  judging  church.  And  of  these,  we  may 
better  know  what  is  truth  in  all  our  questions;  for  their 
lips  are  to  preserve  knowledge;  and  they  are  to  rule  and 
feed  the  rest;  and  the  people  must  require  the  law  from 
them;  "and  must  follow  their  faiths.'* — Indeed,  this  was 
a  good  way  once,  even  in  the  days  of  the  apostles,  who 
were  faithful  stewards  of  the  mysteries  of  God.  And  the 
apostolical  men,  the  first  bishops  who  did  preach  the  fiiith, 
and  lived  accordingly,  these  are  to  be  remembered,  that  is, 
their  lives  to  be  transcribed,  their  faith,  and  perseverance 
in  faith,  is  to  be  imitated.  To  this  purpose  is  that  of  Su 
Irenseus  to  be  understood  * :  **  Tantse  ostensiones  cum  sint* 
non  oportet  adhuc  qusrere  apud  alios  veritatem,  quam  fiicile 
est  ab  ecclesi&  sumere ;  cum  apostoH,  quasi  in  repositorium 
dives,  plenissim^  in  eam  contulehnt  omnia,  qnse  sint  veritatis, 
ubi  omnis,  quicunque  velit,  sumat  ex  e&  potum  vitss.  Haec 
est  enim  vitee  introitus.  Omnes  autem  reliqui  fures  sunt 
et  latrones,  propter  quod  oportet  devitare  quidem  illos."  As 
long  as  tiie  apostles  lived,  as  long  as  those  bishops  lived,  who 
being  their  disciples,  did  evidently  and  notoriously  teach 
the  doctrine  of  Christ,  and  were  of  that  communion;  so 
long  they,  that  is,  the  apostolical  churches,  were  a  sure 
way  to  follow ;  because  it  was  known  and  confessed,  these 
clergy  guides  had  an  infallible  unerring  spirit.  But  as  the 
church  hath  decayed  in  discipline,  and  charity  hath  wax6& 

<  Hcb.  ziii.  7.  '  Lib.  iU.  cap.  S.  io  priacipitt* 
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coldy  and  faith  is  become  interest  and  dispufcationy.  this 
counsel  of  the  apostle,  and  these  words  of  St*  Irensaus 
come  off  still  the  fainter.  But  now  here  is  a  new  question, 
viz,  whether  the  rulers  of  the  church  be  the  church,  that 
church  which  is  *  the  pillar  and  gpround  of  truth ;'  whether, 
when  they  represent  the  diifusive  church,  the  promises  of 
an  indeficient  faith,  and  the  perpetual  *  abode  of  the  holy* 
spirit/  and  his  '  leading  into  all  truth/  and  *  teaching  all 
things,'  does  in  propriety  belong  to  them  ?  For,  if  they  do 
not,  then  we  are  yet  to  seek  for  an  infallible  judge,  a  church 
on  which  9ur  faith  may  rely  with  certainty  and  infallibility. 

In  answer  to  which  I  find,  that,  in  Scripture,  the  word 
'ecdeua'  or  'church'  is  taken  in  contnMlistinction  from 
the  clergy ;  but  never  that  it  is  used  to  signify  them  alone. 
''  Then  it  pleased  the  apostles  and  the  elders  with  the  whole 
church,  to  choose  men  of  their  own  company  %"  8cc.    Aiid 
**  the  Holy  Ghost  hath   made  you  overseers  to  feed  the 
churdi  of  God^"    And  Hilarius .  Diaconus  observes  <,  that 
the  aposde  to  the  church  of  Colossus  sent  by  them  a  message 
to  their  bishop:  ''.Prspositum  illorum  per  eos  ipsos  com- 
monet,  ut  sit  soUicitus  de  salute  ipsorum;  et  quia  plebis 
solius  scribitur   epistola,  ide6.  non    ad  rectorem    ipsorum 
destinata  est,  sed  ad  ecclesiam :"  observing  that  the  bishop 
is  the  ruler  of  the  church,  but  his  flock  is  that,  which  he 
intended  only  to  signify  by  'the  church.'    The  clergy,  in 
their  public  capacity,  are  not  '  the  church,'  but  the  *  rulers 
of  the  church  ;'    '  ecclesiastici,'  but  not    '  ecclesia ;'    they 
are  denominatives  of  the  church;  bishops  and  pastors  of 
the  church :  and  in  their  petspnal  capacity,  are  but  parts, 
and  members  of  the  church  :  and  are  never  in  the  New 
Testament  called  '  the  church '  indefinitely ;  and  this  is  so 
notorious  and  evident  in  Scripture,  that  it  is  never  pretended 
otherwise,  .but  inzviii.  of  St.  Matthew,  **  Die  ecclesiae ;?'  "  If 
thy  brother  offend  thee,  rebuke  him ;  and  then,  before  two 
or  three ;  and,  if  he  neglect  them, ''  tell  it  unto  the  church ;" 
that  is,  to  '  the  rulers  of  the  church,',  say  .the  Roman  doctors^ 
But  this  cannot  be  directly  so,  for  ecclesia  or  church  is 
the  highest  degree  of  the  same  ascent ;  first  in  private,  to 
one  of  the  diufch.  surely,  for.  they  >had'  no  society  with 

•  Act.  X?.  tf •  '  Act.  XX.  SB.  .  V  In  Col.  iv.  16. 
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tnjr  ete)  especiaUy  in  the  matter  of  firalental  ctmeptitet 
then  in  the  company  of  tome  few,  of  the  chuxsh  still ;  Sat 
' not  to  beathenB :'  and  at  laat,  ' of  the  whole  church;*  that 
18,  of  all  the  brethren  in  yonr  public  assembly :  diis  is  a 
natnral  climax;  and  it  is  made  more  dian  probable,  by 
the  nature  of  the  punishment  of  the  inoorrigiUe ;  they  be* 
oome  as  heathen,  because  they  have  slighted  the  whole 
church ;  and,  therefore,  are  not  to  be  reckoned  as  any  part 
of  the  church.    And,  then,  lastly,  ibis  being  an  advice  given 
to  St.  Peter,  and  the  other  apostles ;  that  they,  in  this 
case^  diould  'tell  the  church;'  by  die  church,  must  be 
aseant  somediing  distinct  from  the  clergy^  who  are  not  hoe 
commanded  to  tell  themsdves  alone,  bat  the  whole  con^ 
gregation  of  elders  and   brethren,  that  is,  of  clergy  and 
people.    It  is  not  to  be  denied,  but  every  national  church, 
whereof  the  king  is  always  understood  to  be  the  supreme 
Odremor,  may  change  their  form  of  judicature,  in  things 
(I  mean)  'that  are  without;'  that  is,  such  things  iwhidi 
are  not  immediately  by  Christ,  intrusted  to  the  sole  conduct 
of  the  bishops  and  priests,  such  as  are  the  ministry  of  the 
word  and  sacraments,  and  the  iaumediate  cure  of  souls. 
Concerning  other  things,  St.  Paul  gave  order  to  the  Corin- 
thians, that  in  the  cases  of  law,  and  matters  of  secular 
division  upon  interest,  which  tiie  apostle^  obUb  Ctrnvta  Mfn4ftm, 
'^  those  wlio  are  least  esteemed  in  tike  church''  sfaoidd  be 
appointed  to  judge  between  liiem  by  way  of  rdinrenoe; 
but,  by  the  way,  this  does  not  authorize  &e  rulers  of 
churches,  the  piMtors  and  bishops  to  intermeddle ;  for  they 
are  **  most  esteemed,"  that  is,  the  *  principab'  in  tiie  church : 
but  then  tins  very  thing  proves,  that  the  m^mfiw,  or  the 
duty  and  'right  of  judging,'  is  in  the  whole  cbuoch  of  the 
toints;  o£s  oiSbBn  on  oi  iyiot  irotf/iov  uftvoSfi^  ''Know  je  ate^- 
that  the  ssints  shall  judge  the  world  ?"  thai  is,  the  ohnBcii 
hath  the  power  of  judging ;  and  it  is  yet  more  ]^ain,  hocauae 
he  calls  upon  the  church  of  CorinCh  to  delegate  this  judi- 
cature, this  Mfirifuv  sKax^ffrw,  this  litde, '  this  least  judgment,* 
though  now  it  is  esteemed  the  greaiest ;  but  litde  or  great, 
xtf&i^rrr,  '  do  you  appoint'  the  judges^  thos^  that  are  leaat 
eirteemed.    And  tor  other  things  they  may  appoint  greater 
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judges,  and  puit  their  power  in  execntion  by  soeh  ministriefl^ 
#hich  are  better  done  by  one  or  by  a  few  persons,  than  b^ 
a  whole  multitade ;  who,  in  the  declension  of  piety,  would 
father  make  tumults  than  wise  judgments.  And  npon  Ais 
account,  though  fbr  a  long  time'  Ae  people  did  inteirest 
themselves  in  public  judicatures,  and  even  in  eleedoiis  of 
bishops,  which  were  matters  greater  than  any  of  the  Citnmk 
Mftrifta,  and  this,  St.  Cyprian  said^,  was  their  due,  by  diving 
right,  (let  him  answer  for  the  expression)  3fet,  in  these  afiaim^ 
the  people  were  also  conducted,  and  so  oi^ht  to  be,  by 
their  clergy-guides,  who,  by  their  abilities  to  persuade  and 
govern  them,  were  the  fittest  fbr  the  execution  of  thai 
power.  But  then,  that  which  I  say  is  Ais,  that  this  word 
^  ecdesia,'  or  '  church,'  signifying  this  judicatory,  does  not 
dignify  the  clergy,  as  distinct  from  their  flocks;  and  there 
is  not  any  instance  in  the  New  Testament  to  any  such  pur- 
pose; and  yet,  that  the  clergy  may  also  reasonably,  but^ 
with  a  metonymy,  be  represented  by  the  word  ^church,' 
is  very  true ;  but  this  is  only  by  the  change  of  words  and 
their  first  significations.  They  are  ibe  fittest  to  order  and 
conduct  the  imt^nitrtm^iMit  Mgir^fta,  *  the  whole  ecclesiasticHl 
judicature.'  "  Ut  onmis  actus  ecdesin  per  prsBpositos  guber^ 
netur,"  it  is  St.  Cyprian's^  expression ;  "  That  whatever  act 
the  church  intends  to  do,  h  should  be  governed  by  their 
rulers ;"  tiz.,  by  consent,  by  preaching,  by  exhortation,  by 
reason,  and  experience,  and  better  knowledge  of  things : 
but  -the  people  are  to  stand  or  fall  at  these  judicatories,  not 
because  Qod  hath  given  Ihem  the  judgment  of  an  infallible 
spirit,  more  than  to  the  whole  church  or  congregation ;  but 
because  they  are  fittest  to  do  it,  and  for  many  other  great 
reasons.  And  this  appears,  without  contradiction,  true; 
because,  even  the  decrees  of  general  councils  bind  not,  but 
^  they  are  accepted  by  the  several  churches  in  their  rs«- 
Spective  districts  and  diocesesn  of  which  I  am  to  give  an 
account  in  the  following  periods. 

But  if  this  thing  were  otherwise ;  yet  if  by  the  churek 
thby  understand  the  dergy  only^  it  must  be  all  the  clergy 
thett  must  be  the  judge  of  spiritual  questions;  for  no  example 
is  oflfered  fVom  the  New  Testament,  no  instance  can  be  pnx- 

A  Vide  8.  Cj9U  ep.  68.  St.  f «•  ^  Epbl.  ST. 
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duced  that  by  *  ecclesia  *  is  meant  the  '  dergy/  and  by 
'  clergy'  is  meant  only*a  *  part  of  the  clergy;'  these  cannot 
in  any  sense  be  the  catholic  church ;  and  then,  if  this  sense 
were  obtained^ by  the  church  of  Rome,  no  man  were  the 
better,  unless  all  the  bishops  and  priests  of  the  world  were 
consulted  in  their  questions. 

4.  They,  therefore,  think  it  necessary  to  do  as  God  did 
to  Gideon's  army ;  they  will  not  make  use  of  all,  but  send 
away  the  multitude,  and  retain  the  10,000 ;  and  yet  because 
these  are  too  many  to  overthrow  the  Midianites,  they  reduce 
them  to  300.  The  church  must  have  a  representative;  but 
this  shall  be  of  a  select  number;  a  few,  but  enough  to  make 
a  council:  a  general  council  is  the  church  representative'; 
and  it  is  pretended  here,  they  can  set  their  foot,  and  stand 
fast  upon  infallibility;  for  all  the  promises  made  to  the 
church,  are  crowded  into  the  tenure  and  possession  of  a 
general  council:  and,  therefore,  '  Die  ecclesiee'  is,  '  Tell  it 
to  the  council,'  that  is  the  church,  said  a  great  expositor 
of  the  canon  law. 

This  indeed  is  said  by  very  many  of  the  Roman  doc- 
tors, but  not  by  all ;  and,  therefore,  this  will  at  first  seem 
but  a  trembling  foundation,  and  themselves  are  doubtful 
in  their  confidences  of  it ;  and  there  is  an  insuperable  pre* 
judice  laid  against  it,  by  the  title  of  the  first  general  coun* 
cil  that  ever  was ;  that,  I  mean,  of  Jerusalem ",  where  the 
apostles  were  presidents,  and  the  presbyters  were  assistants, 
but  the  church  was  the  body  of  the  council,  ''  When  they 
were  come  to  Jerusalem,  they  were  received  of  the  church, 
and  of  the  apostles  and  elders  -y — And  again ;  "  Then  it 
pleased  the  apostles  and  elders. with  the  church  to  send 
chosen  men:"  and  they  did  so,  they  sent  a  decretal,  with 
this  style ;  **  The  apostles,  and  elders,  and  brethren,  send 
greeting  to  the  brethren  which  are  of  the  Gentiles." — Now 
no  roan  doubts  but  the  spirit  of  infallibility  was  in  the 
apostles;  and  yet  they  had  the  consent  of  the  church  in 
the  decree;  which  church  was  the  company  of  the  con- 
verted brethren;  and  by  this  it  became  a  rule:  certainly, 
it  was  the  first  precedent,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  the 
measure  of  the  rest,  and  this  the  rather  because  firom  hence 
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tht  iucceeding  coiiticilB  have  derived  tbetr  aaomn^ental 
sanotioD,  of  '  Viavm  est  Spiritui  Sancto  et  nobis :'  now  as 
it  was  the  firsts  so  it  was  the  only  precedent  in  Scriptnres 
and  it  was  managed  by  th^  apostles,  and,  therefore,  we  eaa 
have  no  other  warrant  of  an  autheatic  cottnoii  but  this; 
and  to  think  that  a  few  of  the  ruleis  of  charches  ahooU 
be  a  jnst  representatiiHi  of  the  chntch,  for  infdUble  detei^ 
mination  of  all  questions  of  faith,  is  no  way  warranted  ill 
Scriptnre:  and  there  is  neither  here^  nor  toy  where  islse, 
any  word  or  comaussion,  that  thexhurch  ever  did^  or  oonld, 
delegate  the  Spirit  to  any  representatives,  or.  pass  infidii- 
bility  by  a.  commission  or  letter  of.  attorney :  and,  thetfe- 
ibne,  to  call  a  general .'  council'  the  ohurch,  or  to  think  that 
all  the  privileges,  and  gi!a0es  given  by  Christ/to  bis  cbiirch 
iftrthere  in  a. part  of  the  cbarob^  is  wholly  without  warrant 
or  authority^ 

3at  this  is  made  manifest  by  matter  of  fact;  and  the 
.chuneh  never. did  intend itp  delegate  any  suoh  power*  but 
.always  kept  it  in  h^r  own  bhJS^d ;  I  mean  thei  supreme  jjud{- 
cature,  both  in  faith  and  di^p^i^*  I  shall  not. go, f^  for 
instctfKaesy  but  observe:  some  i|i.  the  Raman  chvxch  itself, 
•which  are  therefore  the  mojTe  remarkable,  because  in  the 
time  of  hej  reign,  general  couacils*  were  urived  to  gcpat 
heights^  and  the  highest  pretensions.  Clement  VII.  calls 
.the  council  of  Ferrara,  '  the  eighth  gi^eral  synods'  in;  his 
.bttU  of  the  22d  of  April,  1527,  directed  to  the  bishop  of 
Feroa^,  who  ^t  seems  had  translated  it  out  of  Greek  jnto 
latin:  yet  this 'general  council  is  not  accepted  in  France; 
but  ^as  expressly  rejected  by  king  Charles  VII.,  and  tib^ 
i instance  of  tlie  cardinals  who  came: from  pope  Bugemue, 
to.  desire  the  acceplation  of  it,  was  denied*.  This  council 
'Wasy  it  fl^eems^  begun  at  Basils  ami  though  the  king  did 
then^  and  his  gieaA  council  and  parliament,  and  the  cburoh 
of  Fmnbe  then  assembled  at  Bruges %. accept  it;. yet  it 
was  but  in  part;  for  of  46  sessions  of  that  council,  Fiatioe 
hath  veceiv^  only  the  first: 32,  and  tjhose  not  entirely  m 
they  lie,  but  with  certain  qualifications :  '*  Aliqua  eitnpli* 
lit  jacent,  alia  vero  cum  certis.modificationibu^  et  for- 


•  Vide  edit.  Romao.  Actonun  OeuenUii  ocUv«  Synodi  per  Anton.  Bis- 
divm,  1516. 
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nb;"  w  ii  to  be  seen  in  the  pragmatic  sanotioii.  To  Ike 
came  purpose  is  that  which  happened  to  the  last  oomicfl 
of  Lateran,  which  was  called  to  be  a  comitermine  to  the 
second  conncil  of  Pisa,  and  to  frustrate  the  intended  re- 
formation of  the  chnich  in  head  and  members :  this  cooncQ 
eaKommnnicated  Lewis  XII.  of  France,  repeakd  the  pmg- 
matical  sanction,  and  oondemned  the  second  cooncil  of  Pisa. 
So  that  here  was  an  end  of  the  cooncil  of  Pisa»  by  the 
decree  of  the  Lateian ;  and  on  the  other  side,  the  Latemn 
oonncil  had  as  bad  a  fate;  for,  besides  that  it  was  accoanted 
in  Germany,  and  so  callml  by  Panlos  Langios^  a  monk  ci 
Germany,  "  A  pack  of  cardinals  ;**  it  is  whotty  rejected  in 
France:  and  an  appeal  to  the  next  council  pat  in  against 
it  by  the  untyerstty  of  Paris.  And  as  ill  success  hath  hap- 
pened to  the  council  of  Trent;  which«  it  seems,  could  not 
oblige  the  Roman  catholic  countries  without  their  own  coo- 
sent:  but,  therefore,  there  were  many  pressing  instances, 
messages,  petitions^  and  artifices,  to  get  it  to  be  pablished  ixt 
France.  First  to  Charies  IX.  by  Pius  Quartus,  A.  D.  1563 ; 
then  by  cardinal  Aldobrandino,  the  pope's  nephew,  1672; 
then  by  the  Frendi  clergy,  1676,  in  an  assembly  of  tlM  states 
at  Blois,  Peter  Espinac,  archbishop  of  Lyons,  being  speaker 
for  the  clergy ;  after  this,  by  the  French  clergy,  at  Mdun, 
1679,  the  bijshop  of  Bases  making  the  oration  to  the  king ; 
and  after  him,  the  same  year  they  pressed  it  again,  Nicolas 
Angeher,  the  buhop  of  Brien,  being  speaker «.  After  diis, 
by  Renald  of  Beaune,  archbishop  of  Bruges,  1682,  and  the 
Tery  next  year  by  the  pope's  nuncio  to  Henry  III.  And 
in  A.  D.  1683,  and  88,  and  93,  it  was  pressed  again  and 
again;  but  all  would  not  do :  by  which  it  appears,  that  ewmt 
in  the  church  of  Rome,  the  authority  of  general  councik 
is  but  precarious ;  and  that  the  last  resort  is  to  the  respeeiive 
churches,  who  did  or  did  not  send  their  delegates  to  con- 
sider and  consent.  Here  then  is  but  little  ground  of  con- 
fidence in  general  couneSs ;  whom  surely  the  cimiches  would 
riwokitdy  trust,  if  they  had  reason  to  believe  them  to  be 
infalldde. 

But  there  are  many  more  things  to  be  onraidered.    For 
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^lere  being  many  sorts  of  councils';— general,  provincial, 
nali(Hial,  diocesan  ;•— the  first  inquiry  will  be  which  of  all 
these,  or  whether  all  of  these,  will  be  an  infaUible  guide, 
and  of  necessity  to  be  obeyed.  I  doubt  not,  but  it  will 
be  roundly  answered ;  '  that  only  the  general  councils  are 
the  last:  and  supreme  judicatory,  and  that  alone  which  is 
infidlible/  But  yet  how  uncertain  this  rule  will  be,  appears 
in  this,  that  the  gloss  of  the  canon  law '  says,  ''  Non  videtur, 
metropolitanos  posse  condere  canones  in  suis  condliis;"  at 
least  not  in  great  matters,  ^'  im5  non  Ucet :"  yet  the  7th 
synod  allows  the  decrees^ ''  Dedsiones  locaUum  conciliorum/* 
*'  the  definitions  Of  local  councils."  But  I  suppose  it  is  in 
these  as  it  is  in  the  general :  they  that  will  accept  them, 
may;  and  if  they  will  approve  the  decrees  of  provincial 
councils,  they  become  a  law  unto  themselves;  and  without 
this  acceptation,  general  councils  cannot  give  laws  to 
others. 

2.  It  will  be  hard  to  tell,  which  are  general  councils, 
and  which  are  not;  for,  the  Roman  councils  under  Sym-^ 
machu8»  all  the  world  knows,  can  but  pretend  to  be  local 
or  provincial,  consisting  only  of  Italians,  and  yet  they  be^ 
univenial  in  their  style;  and  it  is  always  said  (as  Bellar- 
mine'  confesses)  ''  Sjrmmachus  condho  generali  preasidens;" 
and  the  third  council  of  Toledo,  in  the  18th  ch^>ter,  us^ 
this  mandatory  form,  ^*  Pnncipit  haec  sancta  et  universalis 
•jfnodns." 

3.  But  if  we  will  suppose  a  catachresis  in  this  style; 
and  that  this  title  of  '  universal'  means  but  a  '  particular,' 
that  is,  an  universal  of  that  place ;  though  this  be  a  hard 
expression;  because  the  most  particular  or  local  councils  are 
or  may  be  universal  to  that  place;  yet  this  may  be  pardoned; 
since  it  is  like  the  catholic  Roman  style,  that  is,  the  manner 
of  speaking  in  the  universal  particular  church ;  but  after  all 
this,  it  will  be  very  hard  in  good  earnest  to  tell  which  coun- 
eils  are  indeed  universal,  or  general- councils.  Bellarmine 
reckons  eighteen  from  Nicene  to  Trent  inclusively ;  so  that 
the  council  of  Florence  is  the  sixteenth;  and  yet  pope 
Clement  VII.  calls  it  the  eighth  ge&emi;  and  is  reproved 


^  Ontisn  disf.  3.  can.  Porrd.  •  Ubi  topnu  Act.  S. 
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for  it  by  SuriuBi  who,'  for  «11  the  pope's  inikllibiUty,  pre- 
tended to  know  more  than  the  pope  would  aQow.  tlie  last 
Lateran  conncily  yiz.  the  fifth,  is  at  Rome  esteemed  a  genend 
council ;  in  Germany  and  Pranee  it  passes  fdr  none  at  alt, 
bnt  a  faction  and  '  pack  of  cardinals/ 

4.  There  are  diVera  general  cotincila^  that,  though  they 
Were  such,  yet  they  are  rejected  by  almost  all  the  Chriatian 
world/   It  ought  hot  to  bd  said,  thait  these  are  not  general 
councils,  because  they  were  conTentions  of  her^cal  per- 
sons ;  for  if  a  council  can  cohMst  of  heretical  person^  (as 
by  this  instance  it  appears  it  may),  then  a  general  council  is 
no  sure  rule  or  ground  of  faith.    And  all  those  councils^ 
which   Bellarmine  cdls  '  reprobate/  are  so  many  prooft 
of  this.    For  whatever  can  be  said  against  the  council  of 
Ariminum;  yet  they  cannot  say  but  it  consisted  of  000 
bishops :  and,  therefore,  it  was  as  general  as  any  ever  was 
before  it,  but  the  faults  that  are  found  with  it,  prove  indeed 
that  it  is  not  to  be  accepted ;  but  then  they  prove  two  things 
more:  first,  that  a  general  council  binds  not,  till  it  be  ac- 
cepted by  die  churches ;  and,  therefore,  that  all  its  authority 
depends  on  them ;  and  they  do  not  depend  upon  it :  And 
secondly,  that  there  are  some  general  councils  which  are  ao 
far  from  being  infallible,  that  they  are  directly  fake,  sdna- 
matical,  and  heretical.   And  if  when  the  churches  are  divided 
in  a  question,  and  the  communion,  like  the  question,  in  flux 
and  reflux ;  when  one  side  prevails  greatly,  they  get  a  gene^ 
'  ral  council  on  their  side,  and  prevail  by  it ;  but  lose  as  much, 
when  the  other  side  play  the  same  game  in  the  day  of  their 
advantages.    And  it  will  be  to  no  purpose  to  tell  me  of  any 
collateral  advantages,  that  this  council  hath  more  than  ano- 
ther council ;  for  though  I  believe  so,  yet  others  do  not;  and 
their  council  is  as  much  a  general  council  to  them  as  oinr 
council  is  to  us.    And,  therefore,  if  general  councils  are  die 
'  rule  and  law  of  ftdth  in  those  things  they  determine,  then 
all  that  is  to  be  considered  in  this  affidr,  is,  whether  they  be 
'  general  conncik.    Whether  they  say  true  or  no,  is  not  now 
die  qu^tioU)  but  is  to  be  detemmied  by  this,  vis.  Wh^iier 
are  they  general  councils  or  no?  for  rdying  upon  their 
authority  for  the  truth,  if  they  be  satisfied  that  they  are 
general  councils ;  that  they  speak  and  determine  truth  will 
be  consequeul  and  allowed.    Now  then  if  this  be  the  ques- 


tioQ^  th^Op  fliBbce  divers  g0ti$feil  ccMiooih  ai^  rejirobated^  .th^- 
oonsequent  is,  thtt  «ltboi«gh ,  tbey  be  general  coiincils,'  yet 
they  may  be  r^prov^d-    And  jf  a  catboliCi  producing  the. 
Nic^ne  counciU  be  rencountered  by  an  Arian  producing  the- 
council  of  Ariminum/ which' wa^  f<ur  moire  numerous;. — here, 
are  ^'aquilia  aquilsBi  et  pila  minantia  pilis ;" b^t  who  $hiall< 
pre.yail?  If  .a  general  council,  be  the  rule  and  guide,  thfey  will 
both  prevail;  that  is,  neither*    And  it  ought  not  to  be  said, 
by  the  catho)ic;  '  Yea,  but  <Hir  council  .deter9iined  for  the. 
truth,  but  yourn.for  error;*   for  ih^  Anan  will  say  so  too.' 
l^nt  whether  they  do  or  no ;  yet  it  is  plains  that  they  may 
both  say  so :  and  if  they  do,  then  we  do  not  find  die  truth, 
out  .by  the  conduct  and  decision  of  a  general  council;  hu/L 
we  approve  this  general,  because  upon  other  accounts  we. 
beUeye,  that  what  is  there  defined  is  true.    And,  therefore, 
St., Austin's  way  here  is  best;  ''  Neque  ego  Nicenum  cout 
cilium,  neque  tu  Ariminense,"  &€.  both  sides  pretend  to 
general  councils :  that  which  both  equally  pretend  to,  will 
help  neither;  therefore,  let  us  go  to  Scripture.    But  there 
are  amongst  many  others  two  very  considerable  instances^ 
by  which  we  may  see  plainly  at  what  rate  QQi:incils  are  d^v 
clar^d  general.    There  was  u  council  **  held  at  Constantinople 
under  Constantinus  Copronymus,  of  338  bishops.    It  was  in, 
that  unhappy  time,  when  the  question  of  worshipping  or 
breaking  images  was  disputed.    This  council  commanded 
images  to  be  destroyed  out  of  churches ;  and  this  was  a 
general  council:  and  yet  26,   or,  as  some  say,  31  yeara* 
after*,   this  was  condemned  by  another  general  couqcil^ 
fiz.  the  second  at  Nice,  which  decreed  images  to  be  wor« 
shipped;  not  long  aflber,  about  five  years,  this  general  council 
of  Nice,  for  that  very  reason,  was  condemned  by  a  general 
conndl  of  Frankfort,  and  generally  by  the  western  churches. 
Nqw  of  what  value  is  a  general  council  to  the  determination 
of -questions  of  faith,  when  one  general  council  condeo^ns. 
another  general  council  with  great   liberty,    and  without 
scruple?    And  it  is  to  no  purpose  to  allege  reasons  or  e^T 
cuses,  why  this  or  that  council  is  condemned ;  for  if  they 
be  geiieral,  and  yet  may,  without  reason,  be  condemned, 
then  they  have  no  authority;  but  if  they  be  condemned^ 
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with  remK«»  then  they  are  not  infallible.  The  other  instance 
is  in  those  councils,  which  were  held  when  the  dispute 
began  between  the  council  and  the  pope.  The  council  of 
Constance,  consisting  of  almost  a  thousand  fathers,  first  and 
last,  defined  the  council  to  be  above  the  pope :  the  council 
of  Florence,  and  the  fifth  council  in  the  Lateran,  have  con- 
denmed  this  council  so  far,  as  to  that  article.  The  council 
of  Basil,  all  the  world  knows  how  greatly  they  asserted  their 
own  authority  over  the  pope;  but  therefore,  though  in 
F^rance  it  is  accepted,  yet  in  Italy  and  Spain  it  is  not. 

But  what  is  the  meaning  that  some  councils  are  partly 
approved  and  partly  condemned,  the  council  of  Sardis,  that 
in  Trullo,  those  of  Frankfort,  Constance,  and  Basil ;  but  that 
every  man,  and  every  church,  accepts  the  general  councils, 
as  fkr  as  they  please  and  no  further?  The  Greeks  receive 
but  seven  general  councils,  the  Lutherans  receive  six,  the 
Eutychians  in  Asia  receive  but  the  three  first,  the  Nesibrians 
in  the  east  receive  but  the  two  first,  the  antitrinitarians  in 
Hungary  and  Poland  receive  none.  The  church  of  England 
receives  the  four  first  generals  as  of  highest  regard,  not  that 
they  are  infallible,  but  that  they  have  determined  wisely  and 
holily.  *'  Pro  captu  lectoris  habent  sua  fata." — It  is  as 
every  one  likes :  for  the  church  of  Rome  that  receives  six- 
teen, are  divided ;  and  some  take  in  others,  and  reject  some 
of  these,  as  I  have  shown. 

5.  How  can  it  be  known  which  is  a  general  council,  and 
how  many  conditions  are  required  for  the  building  sudi  a 
great  house?  The  question  is  worth  the  asking,  not  only 
because  the  church  of  Rome  teaches  us  to  rely  upon  a  general 
council,  as  the  supreme  judge  and  final  determiner  of  ques- 
tions, but  because  I  perceive  that  the  church  of  Rome  is  at  a 
loss  concerning  general  councils.  ^  The  council  of  Pisa,*^ 
Bellarmine  says,  *'  is  neither  approved  nor  reproved  y";"  for 
pope  Alexander  VI.  approved  it,  because  he  acknowledged 
the  election  of  Alexander  V .,  who  was  created  pope  by  that 
council :  and  yet  Antoniua  called  it  ''  conciliabulum  illegi? 
timum,"  **  an  unlawful  conventicle."  But  here  Bellarmine 
was  a  little  forgetful ;  for  the  fifth  Lateran  council,  which 
they  in  Rome  will  call  a  general,  hath  condemned  this  Pisan^ 
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With  great  interedk  and  fimoy ;  and*  therefbie,  it  wa$  **  betb 
approved  and  reproved." 

But  it  18  fit  that  it  be  inqaired,  how  wte  ahall  know  which, 
or  what,  is  a  general  comicil^  and  which  ia  not.     L  If  we 
iaqnire  into  the  number  of  the  biifaops  there  present,  we 
cannot  find  any  certain  role  for  that :  but  be  they  many  or 
few,  the  parties  interested  will,  if  they  please,  call  it  a  general 
council.    And  they  will  not,  dare  not,  I  suppose,  at  Rome, 
make  a  quarrel  upon  that  point;  when,  in  the  sixth  session 
of  Trent,  as  some  printed  catalogues  inform  us  %  they  may 
remember  there  were  but  thirty-eight  persons  in  all,  at  their 
first  sitting  down,  of  which  number  some  were  not  bishops : 
and  at  last,  there  were  but  fifty-seven  archbishopa  and  bishops 
in  all.      In  the  first  session  were  but  three  arohbishops 
and  twenty-three  bishops ;  and  in  all  the  rest,  about  sixty 
archbishops  and  bishops  was  the  usual  number,  till  the  last; 
and  yet  there  are  some  councils  of  far  greater  antiquity,  who 
are  rejected,  although  their  number  of  bishops  very  fkr  sur- 
pass the  numbers  of  Trent :    in  Nice  were  three  hundred 
and  eighteen  bishops ;  in  that  of  Chaloedon  were  six  hun* 
dred ;  and  in  that  of  Basil  were  above  four  hundred  bishops ; 
and  in  that  of  Constance  were  three  hundred,  besides  the 
other  fiithers  (as  they  call  them).    But  this  is  but  one  thing 
of  many ;  though  it  will  be  very  hard  to  think,  that  all  the 
power  and  energy,  the  virtual  faith,  and  potential  infallibility 
of  the  whole  Christian  church,  should  be  in  eighty  or  ninety 
bishops,  taken  out  of  the  neighbour-countries. 

6.  But  then  if  we  consider,  upon  what  pitiful  pretences 
the  Roman  doctors  do  eYacnate  the  authority  of  councils ;  we 
shall  find  them  to  be  such,  that  by  the  like,  which  can  nev«r 
be  wanting  to  a  witty  person,  the  authority  of  every  one  of 
them  may  be  vilified,  and,  consequently,  they  can  be  ia<r 
iiillible  security  to  no  man's  faith.  Charles  VII.  of  France, 
and  the  Frendi  church  assembled  at  Bruges,  rejected  the 
latter  sessions  of  the  council  of  Basil,  because  they  deprived 
pope  Eugenius,  and  created  Felix  V.,  and  because  it  Was 
doubtful,  whether  that  assembly  did  sufficiently  represent  the 
catholic  church.  But  BeUarPAine  says,  ^  that  the  former 
sessions  of  the  ooupoil  of  Basil  are  invalid  and  null  ^  because 
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oeitiuh  bishops  feD  off  there,  and  wore  fkidty/  Now  if  this 
be  a  sufficient  cause  of  nullity,  then  if  ever  there  be  a  schism^ 
or- but  a  division  of  opinions,  the  other  iparty  may  deny  the 
aothority  of  the  council ;  and  esptdally  if  any  of  them  change 
th^ir  opinion,  and  go  to  the  prevailing  side,  the  other  hath 
the  same  cause  of  complaint:  but  this  ought  not  at  all  to 
prevail,  till  it  be  agreed  bow  many  bishops  must  be  present ; 
for  if  some  Ail,  if  enough  remain,  there  is  no  harm  done  to 
the  authority.  But  because  any  thing  is  made  use  of  for 
an  excuse,  it  is  a  sure  sign  they  are  but  pretended  more  than 
regarded,  but  just  when  they  serve  oien's  turns.  The  council 
of  Constantinople,  vnder  Leo  Isaums^  is  rejected  by  the 
Romanists,  because  there  was  no.  patiiarch  present  but  St. 
German ;  though  all  the  world  knows  the  reason  is,  because 
they  decreed  against  images.  But  if  the  other  were  a  good 
reason,  then  it  is  necessary  that  all  the  old  patriarchs  should 
be  present;  and  if  this  be  true,  then  the  general  council- of 
Ephesus  is  null,  because  all  the. patriarchs  were  not  present 
at  it,  and  particularly  the  patriarch  of  Antioch ;  and  in  that 
of  Chalcedon  there  wanted  ^e  patriarch  of  Alexandria. 
And  the  first  of  (Constantinople  could  not  have  all  the  patri- 
archs, neither  could  it  be  representative  of  the  whole  chuich« 
because,  at  the  same  time,  there  was  another  council  at 
Rome;  and,  which  is. worse  to  the  Romanists  thap  all  thaty 
the  council  of  Trent,  upon  this  and  a  thousand  othersy  is 
invalid;  because  themselves  reckon  but  three  patriaieha 
there  present;  one  was  of  Venice,  another  of  Aquileia^  and 
the  third  was  only  a  titular  of  Jerusalem;  none  of  whicli 
were  really  any  of  the  old  patriarchs,  whose  authority  was  so 
great  in  the  ancient  councils. 

7.  It  is  impossible,  as  things  are  now  %  that  a  general 
council  should  be  a  sure  rule  or  judge  of  faith,  sinoe  it  can 
never  be  agreed  who  of  necessky  aie.to  be  called,  and  who 
have  decisive  voices  in  councils.  At  Rome  ihey  allow  nMe 
but  bishops  to  give  sentende,  and  to  subscribe;  and  yet 
andently,  not  only  the  emperors  and. their  ambassadors  did 
subscribe,  but  lately,  at  Florence,  Lateran,  jand  Trent,  cardi^ 
nals  and  bishops;  abbots  and  generals  of  orders,  did  suIh 
scribe ;  a&d  in  the  council  of  Basil,  priests .  had  decisive 

<*  Bellarni.  lib.  i.  de  Concil.  ct  Bccdcs.  c.  15.  sect.  At  Catboliconim. 
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voices,  ftnd  it  is  notorioiis  that  the  aneient  councils  wece 
Bobscribed  by  the  arcbitnandrites,  who  were  but  abbots,  not 
bishops:  and  .cardinal  Jacobatius  affirms  ^.  that  sometimes 
laymen  were  admitted  to  councils^  to  be  judges .  between 
those  tiiat  disputed  some  deep  questions.  Nay,  Gerson 
says,  that  controyersies  of  faith  were  sometimes  referred  to 
pi^n  philosophers,  who,  though  they  believed  it  not,.yet» 
supposing  it  such,  they  determined  what  was  the  proper 
consequent  of  such  princi[des;  which  the  Christians  con- 
sented in :  and,  he  says,  it  was  so  in  the  council  of  Nice,  as 
is  left  unto  us  upon  record.  And  Eutropius,  a  pagan  %  was 
ciiosen  judge  between  Origen  and  the  Marcionites;  and 
against  these  he  gave  sentence,  and  in  behalf  of  Origen. 
Certain  it  is,  that  the  states  of  Grermanyy  in  their  diet  at 
Nurenbecgy  propounded  to  pope  Adrian  VI.,  that  laymen 
might  be  admitted  as  well  as  the  clergy,  and  freely  to 
declare  their  judgments  without  hinderance.  And  this  was 
no.  new  matter;  for  it  was  practised  in  all  nations;  in  Ger- 
mai^,  France,  England,  and  Spain  itself;  as  who  please 
may  see  in  the  sixth,  eighth,  and  twelfth  councils  of  Toledo* 
So. that  it  is  apparent  that  the  Romanists,  though  now  they 
do.  not,  yet  formerly  they  did  ^ ;  and  were  certainly  in  the 
light:  and  if  any  man  shall  think  otherwise,  he  can  never  be 
sure  that  they  were  in  the  wrong ;  especially  when  he  shall 
consider,  that  the  council  of  the  aposUes  not  only  admitted 
presbyters,  but  the  laity,  who  were  parties  in  the  decree ;  as 
Si  to  be  seen  in  the  ^*  Acts  of  the  Apostles  * :"  and  that  foe 
this  there  was  also  a  very  great  precedent  in  the  Old  Testa- 
menty  in  a  case  perfectly  like  it ;  when  Elijah  appealed  to  the 
people  to  judge  between  God  and  Baal,  which,  of  them  was 
the  Lord,  by  answering  by  fire  ^ 

*  8.  But  how  if  the  church  be  divided  in  a  question,  which 
hath  caused  so  great  disturbances,  that  it  is  thought  fit  to 
call  a  council  ?  here  will  be  an  eternal  uncertainty.  If  they 
call  both  sides,  they  will  never  agree :  if  they  call  but  one, 
then  they  are  parties  and  judges  too.  In  the  general  council 
of  Sardis  9,  by  command  of  the  two  emperors^  Constans  and 

k  De  Coocil.  lib.  ii.  act.  $.  «  Socnt.  lib.  i.  e.  5.  Ecclet.  Hist. 

*  Vide  Marsil.  PstST.  In  Dcfent.  Pacii.  part.  t.  c.  fO. 

•  Gap.  XT.  tt,  tS.  '  i  Kings,  xvili. 
i  Socnt  lib.  ii.  e.  IS.    SoioncB.  lib,  lii.  c*  10. 
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Constaiitiiis,  all  bishops,  catholics  and  Arians,  were  equally 
Emitted;  so  it  was  also  both  at  AnBiinam  and  Seleucia; 
and  so  it  was  at  Ferrara,  where  the  Oreeks  and  Latins  sat 
together.  But  if  one  side  only  ezclade  all  the  advenaries. 
and  delare  them  criminals  beforehand*  as  it  happened  at 
Trent  and  Dort,  how  is  that  one  party  a  representative  of 
the  cinirchy  when  so  great  a  part  of  Christendom  is  not  con* 
sidted,  not  heard,  not  suffered  ? 

9.  Suppose,  a  council  being  called,  the  bishops  be  divided 
in  their  opinion,  how  shall  the  decision  be  ?  By  the  major 
number  of  voices  surely.  But  how  much  the  major?  Shall 
one  alone  above  the  equal  number  carry  it?  That  were 
strange  that  one  man  should  determine  the  faith  of  Chiisteii* 
dom !  Must  there  be  two-thirds,  as  it  was  propounded  in 
Trent*  in  some  cases ;  but  if  this  be,  who  shall  make  any 
man  sure,  that  the  Holy  Spirit  of  God  shall  go  over  to  those 
two-thirds,  and  leave  the  remaining  party  to  themselves? 
And  who  can  ascertain  us  that  the  major  part  is  the  mote 
wise  and  more  holy ;  or,  if  they  be  not,  yet  that  they  shall 
speak  more  truth?  But  in  this  also,  the  doctors  are  ub* 
certain  and  divided ;  and  how  Uttle  truth  is  to  be  given  to 
the  major  part  in  causes  of  faith,  the  Roman  doctore  may 
learn  from  their  own  abbot  of  Panormos  and  the  chancellor 
of  Paris.  The  first  saying,  **  The  opinion  of  one  godly  man 
ought  to  be  preferred  before  the  pope%  if  it  be  grounded 
upon  better  authorities  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament  :** 
and  the  latter  saying,  ^  Every  learned  man  may  and  ought 
to  withstand  a  whole  council,  if  he  perceive  it  errs  of  maUoe 
or  ignorance." 

10.  The  world  is  not  yet  agreed,  in  whose  power  it  is  to 
call  the  councils;  and  if  it  be  done  by  an  incompetent 
authority,  the  whole  convention  is  schismatical ;  and,  there- 
fore, not  to  be  trusted  as  a  judge  of  consciences  and  questions 
of  faith.  The  emperors  always  did  it  of  old ;  and  the  popea 
of  late:  but  let  this  be  agreed  first,  and  then  let  the  other 
questions  come  before  them ;  till  then,  we  cannot  be  sure, 

11.  Lastly;  If  general  councils  be  supposed  to  be  the 
rule  and  measure  of  faith,  Christendom  must  needs  be  in  a 
sad  condition  and  state  of  doubt  for  ever;  not  only  becauae 

^  Panorm.  in  Cotp.  Sigaltattti  de  Beet. 
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a  council  is  not  caDed,  it  may  be,  in  two  or  three  ages,  but 
because  no  man  can  be  sure  that  all  things  are  observed, 
which  men  say  are  necessary:  neither  did  the  several 
churches  ever  agree  what  was  necessary,  nor  did  they  ever 
agree  to  set  down  the  laws  and  conditions  requisite  to  their 
being  such ;  and,  therefore,  they  have  well  and  wisely  com* 
ported  themselves  in  this;  that  never  any  general  council 
did  declare  that  a  general  council  is  infallible.  Indeed 
Bellarmine  labours  greatly  to  prove  it  out  of  Scripture :  his 
best  argument  is  the  promise  that  Christ  made,  that  **  when 
two  or  three  are  gathered  in  my  name,  I  will  be  in  the  midst 
of  them ;''  and,  "  I  will  be  with  you  to  the  end  of  the  world." 
Now,  to  these  authorities  I  am  now  no  other  way  to  answer 
but  by  observing,  that  these  arguments  do  as  much  prove 
every  Christian  meeting,  of  any  sort  of  good  Christians,  to 
be  as  infalKUe  as  a  council,  and  that  a  diocesan  council  is  as 
sure  a  guide  as  a  general ;  and  it  is  impossible,  from  those, 
or  any  other  like  words  of  Christ,  to  prove  the  contrary; 
and,  therefore,  gives  us  no  certainty  here. 

6.  But  if  general  councils,  in  themselves,  be  so  uncertain, 
yet  the  Roman  doctors  now,  at  last,  are  come  to  some 
certainty ;  for  if  the  pope  confirm  a  council,  then  it  is  right 
and  true,  and  the  church  is  a  rule  which  can  never  fail,  and 
never  can  deceive,  or  leave  men  in  uncertainty ;  for  a  spirit 
of  infallibility  is  then  in  the  church's  representative,  when 
head  and  members  are  joined  together.  This  is  their  last 
Stress ;  and  if  this  cord  break,  they  have  nothing  to  hold 
them. 

Now  for  this,  there  are  divers  great  considerations,  which 
will  soon  put  this  matter  to  issue.  For  although  this  be  the 
new  device  of  the  court  of  Rome,  and  the  pope's  flatterers, 
especially  the  Jesuits,  and  that  this  never  was  so  much  as 
probably  proved,  but  boldly  affirmed  and  weakly  grounded : 
yet  this  is  not  defined  as  a  doctrine  of  the  Roman  church. 
For,  1.  We  find  Bellarmine '  reckoning  six  cases  of  necessity 
or  utility  of  calling  general  councils ;  and  four  of  them  are 
of  that  nature,  that  the  pope  is  either  not  in  being,  or  else  is 
a  party,  the  person  to  be  judged :  as,  1.  If  there  be  a  schism 
amongst  the  popes  of  Rome,  as  when  there  happen  to  be  two 

»  De  Coocil.  et  £ccl««.  lib.  ill.  c.  9. 
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or  three  popes  together;  which  happened  in  the  .councils  of 
Constance  and  Basil.  Or,  2.  If  the  pope  of  Rome  be  sus- 
pected of  heresy.  Or,  3.  When  there  is  great  necessity  of 
reformation  of  manners  in  head  and  members ;  which  bath 
been  so  notoriously  called  for  above  four  hundred  years. 
Or,  4.  If  the  election  of  the  pope  be  questioned.  Now,  in 
these  cases,  it  is  impossible,  that  the  consent  of  the  pope 
should  be  necessary  to  make  up  the  authority  of  the  council, 
since  the  pope  is  the  '  pars  rea/  and  the  council  is  the  only 
judge.  And  of  this  there  can  be  no  question ;  and,  there- 
fore, the  pope^s  authority  is  not  necessary,  nor  of  avail,  to 
make  the  council  valid. 

2.  If  the  pope's  approbation  of  the  council  make  it  to  be 
an  infallible  guide,  then  since,  without  it,  it  is  not  infallible, 
not  yet  the  supreme  judicatory,  it  follows  that  the  pope  is 
above  the  council;  which  is  a  thing  very  uncertain  in  the 
church  of  Rome:  hot  it  hath  been  denied  in  divers  general 
councils,  as  by  the  first  Pisan ;  by  the  council  of  Constance* 
the  fourth  and  fifth  sessions;  by  the  council  of  Basil,  in 
the  second,  the  sixteenth,  and  eighteenth,  and  thirtyrthird 
sessions ;  by  the  council  of  Bruges  under  Charles  V II.,  and 
by  the  pragmatic  sanction:  all  which  have  declared,  that 
^  a  general  council  hath  its  authority  imm^iately  from 
ChrisV'  (s^d  consequently  not  depeuding  on  the  pope), 
'^  and  that  it  is  necessary  that  every  person  in  what  dignity 
soever,  though  papal,  should  be  obedient  to  it.  in  things  that 
eoncem  fiedth,  the  extirpation  of  schism,  and  the  reformation 
of  the  church  of  God,  both  in  head  and  members."    This  is 
the  decree  of  the  council  of  Constance;  which  also  adds 
further,  **  That  whosoever  shall  neglect  to  obey  the  com* 
mands,  statutes,  ordinances,  and  decrees  of  this  or  any  other 
general  council,  lawfuUy  assembled,  in  the  things  aforesaid, 
or  thereunto  pertaining,*'  (yin.  in  matters  of  fSedth  or  manners), 
^  made  or  to  be  made,  if  he  do  not  repent  of  it,  he  shall 
undei^o  a  condign  penance ;  yea,  and  willi  recourse  to  other 
remedies  of  law  against  himx  of  what  condition,  estate,  or 
dignity  soever  he  be,  though  he  be  the  pope.**    The  same 
was  confirmed  in  the  council  of  Lausanne,  and  the  second 
Pisan,  in  the  third  session:  so  that  here  are  six  general 
coundls,  all  declaring  the  pope  to  be  inferior  and  submitted 
to  a  council ;  they  created  popes  in  somei  of  them ;  they 
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decreed  when  conbcHs  nhould  be  called,  they  judged  popeB^ 
they  deposed  them,  they  commanded  their  obedience^  they 
tiireatened  to  impose  penances  if  they  obeyed  not,  and  to 
prooeed  to  fnrther  remedies  in  law ;  and  the  second  Piaan, 
beside  the  former  particulars,  declared  that  the  synod  neither 
coiild  nor  shontd  be  dissolved  without  their  universal  con- 
sent; nevertheless,  by  the  common  consent  it  might  be  re- 
moved to  a  place  of  safety,  especially  with  the  pope,  if  he 
could  be  got  to  consent  thereunto ;  always  provided  it  be 
not  at  Rome.  And  yet  this  very  council  was  approved  and 
commended  by  pope  Alexander  V.,  as  both  Platina,  and 
Nauclems  witness  ^ :  and  the  council  of  Conatante  was  ciified 
by  pope  John  XXIIL  He  presided  in  it,  and  was  for  his 
wicked  life  deposed  by  it ;  and  yet  Platiaa,  in  his  life,  says, 
he  approved  it;  and  after  him  so  did  pope  Martin  V.  (as 
is  to  be  seen  in  the  last  session  of  that  council)  and  Eu- 
genius  IV. ;  and  the  council  of  Basil,  and  Lausanne  was  con- 
firmed by  pope  Nicolas  V.,  as  is  to  be  seei  in  his  bull ;  and 
not  only  p6pe  Martin  V.,  but  pope  Eugenius  IV.  approved 
the  opnncil  of  Basil.  It  were  a  needless  trouble  to  reckon 
tlie  consenting  testimonies  of  many .  learned  divines  and 
lawyers^  bearing  witness  to  the  councils'  superiority  over 
popes.  More  material  it  is  that  many  famous  universities, 
particular^  those  of  Paris,  Erfurt,  Cologne,  Vienna,  Craoow ; 
all  iinanimously  did  affirm  the  power  of  general  councils  over 
•popes,'  and,  principally  for  this  thing,  relied  upon  the  autho- 
rity of  the  general  councils  of  Constance  and  Basil. 

Now  if  a  general  council,  confirmed  by  a  pope,  be  a  rule 
or  judge  of  faith  and  manners;  then  this  is  an  article  of 
faith,  that  the  authority  of  a  general  council  does  not  de- 
-  pend  upon  the  pope,  but  on  Christ  immediately ;  and  then 
the  pope's  confirmation  does  not  make  it  valid,  any  more 
than  the  confirmation  or  consent  of  the  other  patriarchs  for 
theii*  respective  provinces.  For  here  are  many  councils,  and 
they  confirmed  by  divers  popes. 

But  that  it  may  appear  how  uncertain  all,  even  the 
greatest,  things  are  at  Rome,  cardinal  Cajetan"  wrote  a 
book  against  this  doctrine,  and  against  the  councils  of  Con- 

f    r 

^  Plutina  in  Alex.  Qninto* — Kaacl.  torn,  f .  general.  47. 
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stanoey  Basil,  and  Pisa,  and  Gerson,  the  olunierilor  of  Paris : 
which  book  king  Lewis  XII.  of  France,  required  the  nni* 
Tersity  of- Paris  to  examine;  which  they  did  to  yery  good 
purpose.    And  the  latter  popes  of  Rome  hare  used  their 
utmost  diligence  to  disgrace  and  nullify  all  these  oouncilsy 
and  to  stifle  the  roice  and  consctenoes  of  all*  men,  and  to 
trample  general  councils  under  their  feet.    Now  how  can  the 
souls  of  Christian  people  put  their  questions  and  differences 
to  their   determination,  who   themselves   are    biting   and 
scratching  one  another  ?    He  was  likely  to  prove  but  an  ill 
physician,  who  gave  advices  to  a  woman  that  had  gotten  m 
cold,  when  himself  could  scarce  speak  for  coughing.    I  am 
not  concerned  here  to  say  what  I  think  of  the  question,  or 
whether  the  council  or  the  pope  be  in  the  right ;  for  I  think, 
as  to  the  power  of  determining  matters  of  fiiith  infalliUj, 
they  are  both  in  the  wrong.    But  that  which  I  observe  is, 
that  the  church  of  Rome  is  greatly  divided  about  their  judge 
of  controversies,  and  are  never  like  to  make  an  end  of  it, 
unless  one  party  be  beaten  into  a  good  compliant  bdief  with 
the  other.    I  shall  only  add  a  conclusion  to  these  premises 
in  the  words  of  Bellarmine' ;  **  Si  concilia  generalia  posaent 
errare,  nullum  esset  in  ecclesia  firmum  judicium,  quo  contro* 
versiee  componi,  et  unitas  in  ecclesi&  servari'  possit ;"  '*  If  a 
general  council  can  err,  there  is  no  sure  judgment  in  church 
for  the  composing  controversies,  and  preserving  unity."    I 
shall  not  need  to  take  advantage  of  these  words,  by  ob- 
serving, that  Bellarmine  hath  by  them  evacuated  aU  the 
authority  of  the  pope's  defining  questions  '  in  Gathedr&;'  for 
if  a  general  council  can  fail,  nothing  amongst  them  can  be 
certain.    This  is  that  which  I  observe ;  that  since  this  thing 
is  rendered  so  uncertain  upon  the  stock  of  their  own  wrang- 
Ungs,  and  not  agreeing  upon  which  are  general  councils; 
one  part  condemning  some,  which  very  many  others  among 
them  acknowledge  for  such ;  it  is  impossible,  by  their  own 
doctrine,  that  they  can  have  any  place  where  to  set  their 
foot,  and  say,  *  Here  I  fix  upon  a  rock,  and  cannot  be  moved.' 
And  there  being  so  many  conditions  required,  and  so  many 
ways  of  failing  laid  to  their  charge,  and  many  m<Nre  that 
may  be  found  out ;  and  it  being  impossible  that  we  can  be 

•  Dc  Concil.  Attlor.  lib.  ti.  c.  t4.  Sect.  AceediU 
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infallibly  assured  that  none  of  them  bath  happened  in  any 
general  council  that  comes .  to  be  questioned ;  how  can  any 
man  rely  upon  the  decision  of  a  council  as  infallible,  of  which 
he  cannot  ever  be  infallibly  assured  that  it  hath  proceeded 
'  condlialiter '  (as  Bellarmine's  new  word  is),  or  that  it  hath 
ia  it  nothing  that  does  evacuate  or  lessen  its  authority  ?  And 
«fter  all  this,  suppose  we  are  all  agreed  about  any  convention, 
and  allow  it  to  be  a  general  council ;  yet  they  do  not  always 
end  the  questions  when  they  have  defined  them;  and  the 
decrees  themselves  make  a  new  harvest  of  uncertainties :  of 
this  we  have  too  many  witnesses,  even  all  the  questions 
which  in  the  world  are  made  concerning  the  sense  and 
meaning  of  the  decrees  and  canons  in  the  respective  councils. 
And  when  Andreas  Vega%  and  Dominicus  k  Soto,  and  Soto, 
and  Catarinus  (who  were  all  present  at  the  council  of  Trent^ 
and  understood  the  meaning  of  the  council  as  well  as  any, 
except  the  legates  and  their  secret  junto)  wrote  books  against 
one  ai^ther,  and  both  sides  brought  the  words  of  the  council 
for  themselves,  and  yet  neither  prevailed ; '  Santa  Croce  the 
legate,  who  well  enough  understood  that  the  council  intended 
sot  to  determine  the  truth,  yet^  to  silence  their  wranglings 
in  the  council,  let  them  dispute  abroad;  but  the  council 
would  not  end  it,  by  clearing  the  ambiguity.  And  since 
this  became  the  mode  of  Christendom  to  do  so  upon  design ; 
it  can  be  no  wonder  that  things  are  left  uncertain  for  aU  the 
decrees  of  councils. 

It  is  well,  therefore,  that  the  church  of  Rome  requires 
faith  to  her  conclusions,  greater  than  her  premises  can  per- 
suade. It  is  the  only  way  of  escaping  that  is  left  them,  as 
hmig  conscious  that  none  of  their  ai^uments  can  enforce 
what  they  would  have  believed.  And  to  the  same  purpose 
it  is,  that  they  teach  the  conclusions  and  definitions  of 
councils  to  be  infallible,  though  their  arguments  and  pro> 
eeedingp  be  fallible,  and  pitiful,  and  false.  If  they  can 
persuade  the  worid  to  this,  they  have  ^ot  the  goal ;  only  it 
ought  to  be  confessed  by  them  that  do  submit  to  the  defi- 
nition, that  they  do  so,  moved  to  it  by  none  of  their  reasons^ 
but  they  know  not  why. 

1 40  not  here  enter  into  the  particular  ezammation  of  the 

•  A.  D.  1546. 
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matters  determiQed  by  muy  coimcBs;  by  which  it  migbt 
largely  and  plainly  appear,  how  gieaily  general  cmdcSb 
have  been  mistaken.  This  hath  bera  oJbserved  already  by 
many  very  learned  men :  and  the  connoil  of  Trent  is  the 
greatest  instance  of  it  in  the  worid,  as  will  be  made  to  appear 
in  the  prooedore  of  this  book.  But  the  Romanists  them- 
selves,  by  rejecting  divers  general  councils,  have,  as  I  have 
above  observed,  g^ven  proof  enough  of  this.  That  all  things 
are  here  nncertain,  I  have  proved ;  and  that  if  there  be  enror 
here,  there  can  be  no  certainty  any  where  else,  Bellarmine 
confesses :  so  that  I  have  thus  fiur  discharged  what  I  nn* 
dertook. 

But  beyond  this,  there  are  some  other  pcutiGulars  fit  to 
be  considered,  by  which  it  will  yet  fiuther  appear  that  in  the 
church  of  Rome,  unless  they  will  rely  upon  the  plain  Scrip- 
tures, they  have  no  sure  foundation :  instance  in  thooe  se- 
veral articles,  which  some  of  the  Roman  doctors  say  are  'de 
fide ;'  and  others  of  their  own  party,  when  they  are  picsatd 
with  them,  say  they  are  not  *  de  fide,'  but  the  opinions  of 
private  doctors;  tluut,  if  a  prince  turn  heretic,  that  is,  be  not 
of  the  Roman  party,  he  presently  loses  all  right  to  his  teoa- 
pan!  dominions ;  Uiat  the  pope  can  diange  kingdoms,  taking 
from  one,  and  giving  to  another,  this  is  esteemed  by  the 
Jesuits  a  matter  of  &ith.    It  is  *'  certa,  indnbitata,  definita  vi- 
rorum  darissimorum  aeatentia;"  said  Creswell  the  Jesuit,  in 
his  '  Philopater.* — F.  Garnet  said  more,  it  is  "  Totiua  eo- 
desie  et  qnidem  ab  antiquissimis  temporibus  consensione 
recepta  doctrina." — **  It  is  received,"  saiUi  Creswell,  *^  by  the 
whole  school  of  divines  and  canon-lawyen ;"  nay,  it  is '  certnm 
et  de  fide,'  '  It  is  matter  of  faith.'.    I  know  that  the  Pi*gK«fc 
priests  wiU  think  themselves  injured,  if  you  in^ute .  this .  doo- 
trine  to  them,  or.  say,  it  is  the  catbolki  doctrine :  and  yet, 
that  this  power  in  temporals,  that  he  can  depose  kings  some- 
times, is  in  the  pope,  **  Nob  opinio,  sed  certitudo  apud  ca- 
tholicos  est,"  said  Bellarmine^ ;  *'  it  is  more  than  an  opinioB^ 
it  is  certain  amongst  the  catholics.''    Now  since  this  is  not 
believed  by  all  that,  call  themselves  catholics,  and  yet.  by 
others  of  greatest  note  it  is  said  to  be  the  catholic  doctrine^ 
to  be  certain,  to  be  a  point  of  faith ;  I  desire  to  know,  where 
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thitf  (aith  is  founded,  which  is  the  hotise  of  fiuA/  whertf  i# 
their  warranty  their  authority,  and  foundation  of  their  artidel 
For  if  ah  English  scholar  in  the  college  at  Rofne,  had,- in 
confession  to  friar  Parsons,  ,Creswell|  Garnet,  Beliarminex  or 
any  of  their  parties,  confessed  that  he  had  spoken  against 
the  pope's  power  of  deposing  kings  in  any  case,  or  of  any 
pretence  of  killing  kings,  it  is  certain  they  could  not  haye 
absolved  him,  till  he  had  renounced  his  heresy;  and  Aey 
must  have  declared,  that  if  he  had  died  in  that  persuasion* 
be  must  have  been  damned;  what  rest  shall  this  poor  laaa 
have,  or  hope  for?  He  ptetends  Uiat  the  council  of  Con« 
stance  had  declared  for  his  opinion ;  and,  therefore^  that  his^ 
and  not  theirs,  is  certain  and  matter,  of  faith :  they  tell  him 
BO ;  and  yet  for  their  article  of  faitb^  have  neither  father  nof 
council.  Scripture  nor  reason,  tradition  nor  ancient  preced«at| 
where  then  is  this  foundation  upon  which  the  article  is 
built?  It  lies  low,  as  low  as  hell,  but  can  never  be  made  to 
appear;  and  yet  amongst  them,  articles  of  faith  grow  up 
without  root  and  without  foundation;  but  a  man  may  be 
threatened  with  damnation  amongst  them  for  any  trifle,  and 
a£Erighted  with  clappers  and.  men  of  clouts.  If  they  have  ^ 
ckezT  and  certain  rule,  why  do  their  doctors  differ  about  th^ 
points  of  faith  ?  They  say  some  things  are  articles  of  faith^ 
and  yet  do  not  think  fit  to  give  a  reason  of  their  faith ;  foir 
indeed  they  cannot.  But  if  this  be  the  way  of  it  amongst 
•Roman  doctors,  they  may  have  many  faiths,  as  they  have  brer 
yiaries  in  several  churches ;  **  Secundum  usum  Sarum,"  ^*  se- 
cundum usum  scholffi  Romaniee;"  and  so,  without  ground  or 
reason,  even  the  catholics  become  heretics  one  to  another : 
it  is  by  chance  if  it  happen  to  be  otherwise. 

2.  What  makes  a  point  to  be  'de  fide?'  If  it  be  said^ 
'  the  decision  of  a  general  council ;'  then  since  no  general 
council  hath  said  so,  this  proposition  is  not '  de  fide.'  That 
'  what  a  general  council  says  is  true,  is  to  be  beUered 
as  matter  of  faith ;' —  if  the  authority  be  not '  de  fide,'  then 
how  can  the  particulars  of  her  determination  be  'de  fide?' 
for  the  conclusion  must  follow  the  weaker  part;  and  if  the 
authority  it&elf  be  left  in  uncertainty*  the  decrees  cannot  be 
infaUible. 

3.  As  no  man  living  can  tell,  that  a  council  hath  pro- 
ceeded rightly ;  so  no  man  can  tell  when  an  article  of  faith 
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ki  ttmllj  decreed,  or  when  e  tnstter  is  eufflcieiifly  pcopaiuided^ 
4r  when  die  pope  hath  perfectly  defined  an  article :  of  all  this 
the  canon  law  is  the  greatest  testimony  in  the  woHd,  where 
there  is  council  against  council,  pope  against  pope;  and 
imong  so  many  decrees  of  fSaith  and  manners  it  cannot  b« 
told  what  is,  and  what  is  not  certain.  For  when  the  popee 
have  sent  their  rescripts  to  a  bishop,  or  any  other  prelate,  to 
drder  an  afikir  of  life  or  doctrine ;  either  he  wrote  that  with 
an  intent  to  oblige  all  Christendom,  or  did  not.  If  not,  why 
is  it  pat  into  the  body  of  the  laws ;  for  what  is  a  greater 
signature,  or  can  pass  a  greater  obligation,  than  the  authentic 
code  of  laws  ?  But  if  these  were  written  with  an  intent  to 
Oblige  all  Christendom,  how  come  they  to  be  prejudieed, 
irescinded,  abrogated  by  contrary  laws,  and  desuetude*  by 
thange  of  times  and  changes  of  opinion  ?  And  in  all  that 
great  body  of  laws  registered  in  the  decretom,  and  the  de* 
oretals,  Clementins*  and  extravagants,  there  is  no  sign  or 
distinctive  cognizance  of  one  from  another,  and  jret  some  of 
them  are  regarded,  and  very  many  are  not.  When  pope 
Stephen  9  decreed  that  those  who  were  converted  from  he^ 
ipesy  should  not  be  re-baptized ;  and  to  that  purpose  wrote 
against  St.  Cyprian  in  the  question,  and  decl^tfed  it  to  be 
«lnlawful,  and  threatened  excommunication  to  them  that  did 
It,  as  St  Austin  teUs ;  St  Cyprian  regarded  it  not,  but  he  and 
a  council  of  fourscore  bishops  decreed  it-  ought  to  be  done, 
"and  did  so  to  their  dyiqg  day.  Bellarmine  admits  all  this  to 
iie  true ;  but  says,  that  pope  Stephen  did  not  declare  this 
'^  tanquam  de  fide ;'  but  that  after  this  definition  it  was  firee 
%o  every  one  to  think  as  diey  list;  nay,  that  though  it  was 
plain  that  St.  Cyprian  refused  to  obey  the  pope's  sentenoB^ 
^et  ^'non  est  omnin5  certum,**  that  he  did  sin  mortally'. 
'By  all  this  he  hath  made  it  apparent,  that  it  cannot  easify  ht 
Inown,  when  a  pope  does  define  a  thing  to  be  '  de  fide/  or 
-when  it  is  a  sin  to  disobey  him,  or  when  it  is  necessary  he 
Should  be  obeyed.  Nqw  then,  since,  in  the  canon  law.  there 
are  so  very  many  decrees,  and  yet  no  mark  of  difiereoce,  of 
tight  or  wrong,  necessary  or  not  necessary ;  how  shdl  we 
1>e  able  to  know  eertaiBly  in  what  state  or  condition  the  eod 
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of  erery  cf(  the  pope's  subjeGto  is  t  ^speehtty  since  withcmt 
any  cognizance  ot  certain  mark,  all  the  world  are  com- 
manded, under  pain  of  damnation^  to  obey  the  pope.    In  the  - 
extravagant '  de  Majoritate  et  Obedienti&'  are  these  words : 
"  Dicimos,  definitnus,.  pronunciatnns  absolute  necessarium 
ad  salutem  omnis  humans^  creatures^  subesse  Romtoo  Pon* 
tificL''    Now  when  can  it  be  thought  that  a  pope  defines 
any  article  *  in  cathedra/  if  these  words,  ''Dicimus,  defi- 
nimnsy  pronunciamus,  et  nece^sariute  ad  salntem/'  be  not 
sufficient  to  declare  his  intention  ?  NoW  if  this  be  true  that 
the  pope  said  this;  he  said  true  or  false.    If  false,  how  sad 
is  the  condition  of  the  Romanists,  who  are  affirighted  with 
the  terrible  threatenings  of  damnation  for  nothing :  and  if  it 
be  true,  what  became  of  the  souls  of  St.  Cyprian  and  the 
Afirican  bishops,  who  did  not  submit  to  the  bishop  of  Itome, 
but  called  him  '*  proud,  ignorant,  and  of  a  dark  and  wicked 
mind  *.?''    "  Serid  prsecepit,''  said  Bellarmine ;  **  he  seriously 
commanded  it,"*  but  did  not  determine  it  as  necessary :  and 
how  in  a  question  of  faith,  and  so  great  concern,  this^  distinc- 
tion can  be  of  any  avail,  can  never  be  known,  and  can  never 
be  proved ;  since  they  declare  the  pope  sufficiently  to  be  of 
that  fiuth  against  St.  Cyprian  and  the  Africans,  and  that  in 
p<irsuance  of  this  his^fhith  he  proceeded  so  far  and  so  vio-^ 
lently.    But  now  the  matter  is  grown  infinitely  worse.    For 
1.  the  popes  of  Rome  have  made  innumerable  decrees*  in 
the  decretum,  decretals,  bulls,  taxes,   constitutions,   Cle- 
mentins,  and  extrevagants.  '  2.  They,  as  Albertcus  de  Ro-* 
aate,  a  great  canonist,  affirms,  sometimes  exedt  their  consti- 
tntioQs,  and  sometimes  abase  them,  according  to  the  times. 
And  yet  3.  All  of  them  are  verified  imd  imposed  under  the 
same  sanction  by  the  council  of  Trent*;  all,  T  say,  which 
were  ever  made  in  favour  of  ecclesiastical  -  persons,  and  the' 
liberties  of  the  church.;  which  are  indeed  the  greater  part  of 
all  after  GratiaA's  decree:  witness  the  decretals  of  Ore-^ 
gory  IX.,  Bonifiice  VIII.,  the'Goyecftio  dtversarum  con-' 
slitatioiium  et  literfcnun  RooNiiionim  pontifieum,'  and  Ae 
'.  deoretel  epistlea^  of  the  Romsm  bishops  in  three  volumes, 
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this  is  not  only  an  intoIeiM>le  burden  to  the  Christian 
churches,  but  a  snare  to  consciences,  and  no  man  can  tell  by 
all  this  that  is  before  him,  whether  he  desenre  love  or  hatred, 
whether  he  be  in  the  state  of  mortal  sin,  of  damnation,  or 
salvation.    But  this  is  no  new  thing:  more  than  this  was 
decreed  in  the  ancient  canon  law  itself'.    "  Sic  omnes  sane* 
tiones  apostoUcsB  sedis  accipiendo  sunt,  tanquam  ipsius  Divin& 
Toce  Petri  flrmatse.''    And  again,  ''Ab  omnibus  quicquid 
statuit,  quicquid  ordinat,  perpetujy  quidem  et  infragibiUter 
obsenrandum  est:"  ''AH  men  must,  at  all  times,  with  all 
submission,  observe  all  things  whatsoever  are  decreed  or 
ordained  by  the  Roman  church/*   Nay, "  licet  vix  ferendum,** 
although  what  that  holy  see  imposes,  be  as  yet  "scarce  to* 
lerable,"  yet  let  us  bear  it,  and  with  holy  devotion,  suffer  it, 
says  the  canon,  'In  memoriam^^/     And  that  all  this  might 
indeed  be  an  intolerable  yoke,  the  canon,  ''NuUi  fas  est," 
adds  the  pope's  curse  and  final  threatenings : ''  Sit  ergo  ruine 
SU8B  dolore  prostratus,  quisquis  apostolicis  voluerit  oontiaire 
decretis;"  and  every  one  that  obeys  not  the  apostolical 
decrees,  is  ''  majoris  excommunicationis  dejectione  adjicien- 
dus."    The  canon  is  directed  particularly  against  the  clergy. 
And  the  gloss  upon  this  canon  affirms,  that  he  who  denies 
the  pope's  power  of  making  canons  (viz.  to  oblige  the  church), 
is  a  heretic.    Now  considering  that  the  decree  of  Gratian  is 
<  concordantia  discordantiarmn,'  a  heap  or  bundle  of  contrary 
opinions,  doctrines,  and  rules ;  and  they  agree  no  otherwise 
than  a  hyena  and  a  dog  catched  in  the  same  snare,  or  put 
into  a  bag ;  and  that  the  decretals  and  .extravagants  are,  in 
Tery  great  parts  of  them,  nothing  but  boxes  of  tyranny  and 
error,  usurpation  and  superstition;  only  that  upon  those 
boxes  they  write  '  ecolesia  oatholica,^  and  that  all  these  aie. 
commanded  to  be  believed  and  observed  respectively;  and 
all  gainsayers  to  be  cursed  and  excommunicated ;  and  that 
the  twentieth  part  of  them  is  not  known  to  the  Christiaa 
world,  and  some  are  rejected,  and  some  niever  accepted,  and 
some  slighted  into  desuetude,  and  some  thrown  off  as  being 
a  load  too  heavy,  and  yet  that  there  is  no  rule  to  discern 
these  things :  it  must  follow  that  matters  of  fiith  determined 
and  recorded  in  the  canon  law,  and  the  laws  of  manners 
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there  established,  and  the  matter  ofsalvatioii  anddasmation 
'.  consequent  to  the  observation  or  not  ob^erration  of  them, 
rmust  needs  be  infinitely  uncertain,  and  no  man  .can  from 
.  their  grounds  know  what  shall  become  of  him. 

There .  are*  so  very  many  points  of  faith  in  the  church 
,of  Rome,  and  so  many  decrees  of  councils,,  which,  when 
they  please,  make  an  article  of  faith,  and  so  many  are  pre- 
•  sumptuously  by  private  doctors  affirmed  to  be  Me  fide,'  which 
are  not;  that»  considering  that  the  common  people  are  not 
taught  to  rely  upon  the  plain  words  of  Scripture,  and  the 
apostles'  creed,  for  a  sufficient  rule. of  their  faith,  but  are 
.threatened  with  damnation,  if  they  do  not  believe  whatever 
their  church  hadi  determined ;  and  yet  they  neither  do,  nor 
can  know  it  but  by  the  word  of  their  parish  priest,  or 
•confiessor;   it  lies  in  the  hand. of  every  parish  priest  to 
make  the  people  believe  any  thing,  and  be  of  any  religion, 
.and  trust  to  any  artide,  as  they  shall  choose,  and  find  to 
their  purpose.     The  council  of  Trent  requires  traditions 
to  be  added,  and  received  equal  .with  Scriptures ;  they  both, 
nof  singly,  but  in  conjunction,  making  up  the  full  object 
of  faith ;  and  soT  the  most  learned,  and,  indeed,  generally 
their  whole  church,  understands  one  to  be  incomplete  without 
ihe  other :  and  yet.  Master  White,  who  I  suppose  tells  the 
same  thing  to  his  neighbours,  aflirms  that  it  is  not  the 
catholic  position,  that  all  its  doctrines  are  not  contained 
in  Scripture :  which  proposition  being  tied  with  the  decree 
of  the  council  of  Trent,  gives  a  yery  good  account  of  it, 
and  makes  it  excellent  sense.    Thus,  **  traditions  must  be 
received  with  equal  authority  to  the  Scripture,''  saith  the 
council;  and  wonder  not;   for,  saith  Master  White,  ''all 
the  traditions  of  title  church  are  in  Soripture.''-:^- You  may 
believe  so,  if  you  please ;  for  the  contrary  is  not  a  catholic 
doctrine.    But  if  these  two  things  do  not. agree  better,  then 
it  will  be  hard  to  tell  what,  regard  will  be  had  to  what  the 
council  says:  the  peofde  know  not  that,  but  as  their  priest 
teaches  them.    And  ^ough  they  are  bound  under  greatest 
pains  to  believe  the  whole  catholic  religion,  yet  that  the 
priests  themselves  do  not  know  it,  or  wilfully  mis-report  it,. — 
and,  therefore,  that  the  people  cannot  tdl  it; — it  is  too 
evident  in  this  instance,  and  in  the  multitude  of  disputes, 
which  are  amongst  themselves,  about  oiahy  considerable 
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^MAb  in  Ikdr  fiitholio  iriigioii.  Pim  Y.,  «PmU^  ^ 
Thottts  A<{ituM»y  6alla  his  tlodziiie  *^bm  moit  eeHftin  rale  of 
ChrisliaD  religion  *•'  And  ^wtxm  partieiilAtB  of  the  teligioii 
of  the  Romanuits  are  proved'  out  of  die  lerelatioDS  of  St. 
firidgety  which  are  contradicted  by  those  of  St.  Catharine 
tif  Sienna.  Now,  they  not  relying  on  the  way  of  God, 
-bill  into  the  handa  of  men,  who  teach  them  accovdtng 
to  the  mtereet  of  their  order,  or  prrrate  fancy,  and  ex- 
IMnnd  their  roles  by  mcaaures  of  their  own ;  bat  yet»  trndi 
whidh  they  make  to  be  the  meaaurea  of  aalvation  and 
damnation.  They  are  tangfat  to  rely  for  their  faith  vpcm 
the  diorch ;  and  this,  when  it  cornea  to  practice,  is  nothing 
bat  their  private  priest ;  and  he  does  not  always  tdl  them 
the  sense  of  their  chnrch,  and  is  not  infallible  in  declaring 
ihe  sense  of  it,  and  is  not  always  (as  appears  in  the  instance 
aww  set  down)  ftdthful  in  relating  of  it,  hot  fiist  oosena 
liimseif  by  his  snbtility,  and  then  oAera  by  his  confidence ; 
and,  thei^fere,  it  is  impossible  there  can  be  any  certainty  to 
Ihem  that  proceed  this  way,  when  God  hath  so  plainly  given 
them  a  better,  and  requires  of  them  nothing  but  to  live  a 
holy  life,  as  a  superetractore'  of  Christian  fiiith,  described 
by  the  apostks  in  ptiUn  placea  of  Scripture,  and  in  the 
apostolical  creed;  in  which  they  can  suflfer  no  iUnsioDy 
and  where  there'  is  no  uncertainty  in  the  matters  to  be 
believed. 

4.  The  next  thing  I  observe  is,  that  they  all,  talking  of 
die  church,  as  of  a  charm  and  sacred  amidet,  yet  cannot, 
by  dl  their  arts,  make  na  certain  where,  or  how,  infallibly 
to  find  this  church*  I  have,  already,  in  thia  section,  proved 
this  in  the  main  inquiry,  by  showing  that  the  church  ia 
4iat  body,  which  diey  do  not  rdy  upon:  but  now  I 
shall  show  that  the  church  which  they  would  point  out; 
can  never  be  certainly  known  to  be  the  true  dinrch,  bj 
those  indications  and  si^,  which  they  offer  to  the  world 
as  her  characteristic  notes.  St.  Austin  \  in  his  exodlettt 
Ixxd^,  '  De  Unitate  EedesiflB,'  affirms,  that  the  diurch  ia 
no  where  to  be  found,  but  in  ^'  Praiacripto  legia,  in  prophe^ 
tarum  prasdictiB,  in  jpsidmorum  cantibus,  in  ipaiaa  pastoria 

■ 

*  Vide  Wad4iBS  of  Inunac.  Concept,  p.  tSf .  et  p.  534.  et  alibi. 

*  Lib.  de  Unit.  Eccles.  cap.  17.   Ergo  in  dcripturia  caoonicis 
(eccleiiani)  reqnimaiv,  cap.  3. 
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<roeibii8,  in  *e vaagelistaram  pfisdicitionibiiB  'et  li^honboB ;  bop 
est,  ID  omnibiis  sanotoniiii  canoaicia  a«toritatibiis ;"  in  th^ 
Scriptiires  odly.  And  he  gives  biut  one  great  note  of  it* 
and  tbat  iSy  '' Adhering  to  the  head  Jesus  Christ;  for  th^ 
ohurdi  is  Christ's  body,  who  by  charity  are  united  to  one 
another,  and  to  Christ  their  head ;  and  he  that  is  not  |l 
member  of  Christ,  daanot  obtain  salvation," — And  be  add# 
no  other  mark ;  but  that  Christ's  church  is  not  this,  or 
that^  viz.,  not  of  one  denominatiQn ;  bnt  naf  h^  dispersed 
over  the  hxm  of  the  earth.  The  church  of  Rome  makcp 
adbesioii  to  tite  head^  not  Jesus  Christ,  biit  the  bishop 
of  Rome/  to  be  of  the  essential  constitution  of  the  churd|« 
Now  this,  being  the  great  q[uestion  between  the  church  of 
'Rome  and  the  Greek  chureh.  and,  indeed,  of  a}l  other 
churches  of  the  world ;  is  so  far  from  being  a  sign  to  know 
the  churdi  by,  that  it  is ,  apparent  they  ha/ve  no  ground 
of  their  faith ;  but  the  great  question  of  Christendom ;  asnd 
that  which  is  condemned  by  all  the  Christian  world  bat 
iliemselves,  is  their  foundaticm. 

And  this  is  so  nruch  the  more  considerable,  because^ 
concerning  very  many  heads  of  their  church,  it  was  too 
apparent  that  they  were*  not  so  much  as  members  of  Qhrist, 
but  the  basest  of  criminals,  and  enemies  of  all  godliness. .  An4 
bcxiceming  others  that  were  not  so  notoriously  wicked,  they 
could  not  be  certain  that  they  were  members  of  Christ ;  o? 
that  they  were  not  of  their  father  the  devil.  The  spirit 
of  truth  was  promised  to  the  aposties  upon  condition  3  an4 
Judas  fell  from  it.  by  transgressioii.  But  the  uncerlaintiep 
are  yet  greater. 

Adhering  to  the  pope  cannot  be  a  certain  note  of  the 
church ;  because  no  man  c^n  be  certain,  who  is  true  pope^ 
For  ihe  pope,  if  he  be  a  simoniac,  is  '  ipso  facto'  no  pope ; 
as  ajppears  in  the  bull  of  Julius  II.  And  yet,  besides  ]U\at 
he  himself  waa.  called  a  most  notorious  simonis^c,  Sixtus.V. 
f[ave'  ah  obligation  under  his  hand,  upon  condition  that  the 
cardinal  d'Este  would  bring  over  his  voices  to  him,,  find 
znake  bim  pope,  that  he  would  n^ver  make  Hierom  M^tthevf 
A  carnal ;  which  when  he  broke,  the  cardinal  sent  his 

^  BelUm.  de  Ecclei.  Militant  lib.  iii.  Sect.  Nottm  satcm  sentCDtia. 
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obligttioii  to  the  king  of  Spaio,  who  mtended  to 
Um  of  simony ;  bnt  it  broke  the  pope's  heart,  end  eo  he 
•escaped  here,  and  was  reserred  to  be  heard  before  a  more 
unerring  judicatory.  And  when  Pius  IV.  used  all  the 
secret  arts  to  dissolre  the  council  of  Trent,  and  yet  not  to 
be  seen  in  it»  and  to  that  purpose  despatched  away  the 
bishops  from  Rome,  he  forbid  Uie  archbishop  of  Tuiris  to 
go,  because  he  had  been  too  free  in  declaring  his  opinkm 
for  the  'Jus  Dirinum'  of  the  residence  of  bishops <;  he 
at  the  same  time  durst  not  trust  the  bishop  tff  Cesena»  for 
m  more  secret  reason ;  but  it  was  known  enough  to  many. 
He  was  a  familiar  friend  of  the  cardinal  of  Naples,  whose 
lather  the  count  of  Montebello  had  in  his  hand  an  obligation, 
.  which  •  that  pope  had  given  to  the  cardinal  for  a  sum  of 
money,  for  his  voice  in  the  election  of  him  to  the  papacy. 
And  all  the  world  have  been  full  of  noises  and  pasqnik^ 
sober  and  grave,  comical  and  tragical  accusations  of  the 
simony  of  the  popes,  for  divers  ages  together;  and  since 
no  man  can  certainly  know  that  the  pope  is  not  simoniacal^ 
no  man  can  safely  rely  on  him  as  a  true  pope,  or  the  trae 
pope  for  an  infallible  judge. 

2.  If  the  pope  be  a  heretic,  he  is  *  ipso  facto'  no  pope ; 
now  that  this  is  very  possible,  Bellarmine  supposes,  because 
he  makes  that  one  of  the  necessary  cases,  in  which  a  genend 
council  is  to  be  called,  as  I  have  shown  above.  And  this 
uncertainty  is  manifest  in  an  instance  that  never  can  be 
wiped  off:  for  when  liberius  had  subscribed  Arionism,  and 
the  condemnation  of  St.  Athanasius,  and  the  Roman  dergy 
had  deprived  Liberius  of  his  papacy,  St  Felix  was. made 
pope ;  and  then,  either  Liberius  was  no  pope,  or  St.  Felix 
WHS  not ;  and  one  was  a  heretic,  or  the  other  a  schismatic; 
and  then,  as  it  was  hard  to  tell  who  was  their  church's  head, 
so  it  was  impossible,  that  by  adherence  to  either  of  them, 
their  subjects  could  be  proved  to  be  catholics. 

3.  There  have  been  many  schisms  in  the  church  of  Rome, 
and  many  anti-popes,  which  were  acknowledged  for  true  and 
legitimate,  by  several  churches  and  kingdoms  respectivdjr ; 
•and*  some  that  were  chosen  into  the.  places  of  the  deposed, 
even  by  councils,  were,  a  while  after,  disowned,  and  others 

«  Hiftt  CoBcU.  Trid.  lib.  Tii.  A.D.  156t. 
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chosen;  whioli  waa  a  knawn  case,  in  the  times  of  the 
councils  of  Constance  and  Basil.  And  when  a  council  was 
sitting,  and  it  became  a  question,  who  had  power  to  choose, 
the  council  or  the  cardinals, — what  man  could  cast  hk 
hopes  of  eternity  upon  the  adherence  to  one,  the  certainty  of 
whose  legitimation  was  determined  by  power  and  interest, 
and  could  not  by  all  the  learning  and  wisdom  of  Christ- 
endom ? 

4.  There  was  one  pope  who  was  made  head  of  the 
church  before  he  was  a  priest :  it  was  Constantine  11.,  who 
certainly  succeeded  not  in  St.  Peter's  privileges,  when  he 
was  not  capable  of  his  chair ;  and  yet  he  was  their  head  of 
the  church  for  a  year:  but  how  adherence  to  the  pope 
should  then  be  a  note  of  the  church,  I  desire  to  know  from 
some  of  the  Roman  lawyers ;  for  the  divines  know  it  not. 
I  will  not  trouble  this  account  with  any  questions  about 
the  female  head  pf  their  church ;  I  need  not  seek  for  matter, 
I  am  pressed  with  too  much ;  and,  therefore,  I  shall  omit 
Tery  many  other  considerations  about  the  nullities,  and  in- 
sufficiencies, and  impieties,  and  irregularities  of  many  popes ; 
and  consider  their  other  notes  of  the  church,  to  try  if  they 
can  fix  this  inquiry  upon  any  certainty. 

Bellarmine  reckons  fifteen  notes  of  the  church.  It  is  a 
mighty  hue  and  cry  after  a  thing  that  he  pretends  is  visible 
to  all  the  world.  1.  The  very  name  'catholic,'  is  his  first 
note:  he  might  as  well  have  said  the  word  church  is  a 
note  of  the  church ;  for  he  cannot  be  ignorant,  but  that 
Christians  who  esteem  themselves  members  of  the  church, 
think  and  call  themselves  members  of  the  catholic  church ; 
and  the  Greeks  give  the  same  title  to  their  churches.  Nay, 
all  conventions  of  heretics  anciently  did  so ;  and,  therefore, 
I  shall  quit  Bellarmine  of  this  note,  by  the  words  of  Lactan- 
tins,  which  himself  also  (a  little  forgetting  himselO  quotes, 
''  Sed  tamen  singuli  quique  heereticorum  coetus,  se  potis- 
simum  Christianos,  et  suam  esse  catholicam  ecclesiam 
potent*"  2.  '  Antiquity,'  indeed,  is  a  note  of  the  church, 
and  Salmeron.  proves  it  to  be  so,  from  the  example  of  Adam 
and  Eve,  most  learnedly.  But  the  certainty  that  Qod  had 
a  church  in  Paradise,  is  as  good  an  argument  for  the  church 


*  BellArm.  tib.  iv.  de  Notii  Eceles.  cap.  1.  Lact.  lib.  iii.  Diviuar.  losti- 
tot.  cap.  alt. 
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of  Englttiid  and  Irahnd,  as  for  Rbme ;  for  we  dciiTe  iroia 
Aem  at  certainly  as  do.  the  Italiana,  jumI  have  aa  aia<A  of 
Adam'i  religion  aa  they  have.  But  a  chureh  Inight  have 
been  very  ancient,  and  yet  become  no  chnrch ;  ind  without 
separating  from  a  greater  chnrch.  The  chnich  of  the  Jews 
is  the  great  example ;  and  the  church  of  Rome,  unlesa  she 
takes  better  heed,  may  be  another.  St.  Paul  hath  plahdy 
threatened  it  to  the  church  of  Rome*.  3. '  Duration'  is  made 
a  note ;  now  this  respects  the  time  past,  or  the  time  to  come. 
If  the  time  past,  then  the  church  of  Britain  was  Chtiatiaa 
before  Rome  was ;  and,  blessed  be  God,  is  so  at  this  day* 
If  Duration  means  the  time  to  come;  for  so  Bellarmint  says^ 
**  Ecclesia  dicitur  catholica,  non  ^likm  quia  semper  fiiit,  sed 
etiam  quia  semper  erit :"  so  we  hsTo  a  rare  note  for  us  who  are 
aliye,  to  discern  the  church  of  Rome  to  be  the  cathcdic  churchy 
and  we  may  possibly  come  to  know  it  by  this  sign,  many  ages 
after  we  are  dead,  because  she  will  last  always.  But  this  sign 
is  not  yet  come  to  pass ;  and  when  it  shall  come  to  pass,  it  will 
proYc  our  church  to  be  the  catholic  church,  as  well  as  that  of 
Rome,  and  the  Greek  church  as  well  as  both  of  us ;  ion  these 
lurches,  at  least  some  of  tbem,  have  begun  sooner,  and 
for  aught  they  or  we  know,  they  all  may  so  continue  longer. 
4.  *  Amplitude'  was  no  note  of  the  church  when  the  world 
was  Arian,  and  is  as  Uttle  now,  because  that  great  part  of 
Europe  is  papal.  6.  '  Succession  of  bishops'  is  an  ezcellept 
conservatory  of  Christian  doctrine,  but  it  is  as  notoriQus  in 
the  Greek  church  as  in  the  Roman ;  ^d,  therefore,  cannot 
signify  which  is  the  true  church,  unless  they  be  both  true, 
and  then  the  church  of  England  can  claim,  by  this  tenure,,  sa 
having,  since  her  being  Christian,  a  succession  of  biahops 
never  interrupted,  but,  as  all  others  have  been,  in  persecu^ 
tion.  6. '  Consent  in  doctrine  with  the  ancient  church'  may 
be  a  good  sign  or  a  bad,  as  it  happens;  bat  th^  chordi 
of  Rome  hath  not,  and  never  can  prove  the  pure  and  prime 
antiquity  to  be  of  her  side«  7.  '  Union  of  members  aniwg 
themselves,  and  with  their  head,'  is  very  good,  if  the  membei^s 
be  imited  in  truth  (for  else  it  may  be  a  conspiraqf ),  inA  if 
by  head  be  meant  Jesus  Christ :  and  indeed  this  is  t|i<  only 
true  sign  of  the  church:  bntif  by  head  be  meant  the  Roman 
pope,  it  may  be  'ecclesia  malignantium,'  and  Antichrist 

• 

•  Rom.  xi.  SO,  vj.  '  Dc  nutii  Ecclct.  lib.  iv.  <sp.  6. 
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.way  nt  in  tte  chair.  But  the  Uncertainty  of  thia  dote»  aa 
it  relates  to  this  question,  I  have  already  noenifested ;  and 
'Wbat 'excellent  concord  there  is  in  the  church  of  Rome,  we 
ar^  taught  by  the  question  of  supremacy  of  councils  or  popes ; 
and  noiw  also  by  the  strict  and  loving  concord  between  the 
-Jauseniats  and  Molinists ;  and  the  abetto'rs  of  the  inunaGUi- 
late  conception  of  the  blessed  Virgin  Mothef,  with  their 
antagonists.  8. 'Sanctity  of  doctrine'  is  an  excellent  note 
of  the  church ;  but  that  is  the  question  among  all  the  pre«- 
zanders,  and  is  not  any  advantage  to  the  church  of  Rom^ 
unless  it  be  a  holy  thing  to  worshq)  images,  to  trample  upon 
Jtinga»  to  reconcile  a  wicked  life  with  the  hopes  of  heaven 
at  the  last  minute*  by  the  charm  of  external  ministries ;  to 
domineer  over  cdnscitoces,  to  impose  usdess  and  intolerable 
burdens,  to  damn  aU  th^  world  that  are  not  their  slaves,  to 
shut  up  the  fountains  of  sidvation  from  the  people ;  to  be 
ieasier  in  dispensing  with  the  laws  of  God,  than  the  laws  df 
tiie  church ;  to  give  leave  to  princes  to  break  their  oaths^ 
aa  pope  Clement  VII.'  did  to  Francis  I.  of  France,  to  cozen 
the  emperor;  and  as  pope  Julius  IL*^  did  to  Ferdinand  of 
Arragon^  sending  him  an  absolution  for  his  treachery  against 
the  king  of  France,  not  to  keep  faith  with  heretics ;  to  find 
out  tricks  to  entrap  them  that  trusted  to  their  letters  of  safe 
conduct;  to  declare  that  pop^  cannot  be  bound  by  thek 
pnomiste:  for  popd  Paul  IV.  ^  in  a  conclave,  A.  D.  I6669 
comj^ained  of  them  that  said  he  could  make  bat  fbur  cardi* 
Bals,  because  (fbrsooth)  he  had  sworn  so  in  the  conclave, 
gayihg,  thia  was  to  bind  the  pope,  whose  authority  is  absolute ; 
that  it  is  an  article  of  faith  that  the  pope  cannot  be  bound, 
much  less  can  he  bind  himself,  that  to  say  otherwise  was 
a  manifest  heresy ;  and  against  them  that  should  obstinately 
persevere'  in  saying  so,  he  threatened  the  inquisition.  These, 
indeed,  are  holy  doctrines,  taught  and  practised  respectively 
by  their  holinesses  at  Rome,  and,  indeed,  are  the  notes  of 
their  church ;  if  by  the  doctrine  of  the  head,  to  whom  they 
ate  bound  to  adhere,  we  may  guess  at  the  doctrine  of  their 
body.    9.  *  The  prevalency  of  their  doctrine  *  is  produced  for 


f  Vid.  The  Legend  of  Flsmen*  and  Reticae. 
^  De  CoocUe  de  Trtate,  lib.  iv.c.  7. 
I  HitU  CtflHSil.  Trident,  lib.  v. 
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a  good  note ;  and  yet  this  is  a  greater  note  of  Mahomdauusm, 
than  of  Christianity,  and  was  once  of  Arianiam :  and  yet  the 
argument  is  not  now  so  good  at  Rome,  as  it  was  before 
Luther's  time.     10.  That  '  the  chiefs  of  the  pope  s  religion 
Kved  more  holy  lives  than  others/  gives  some  light  that 
their  church  is  die  true  one.     But  I  had  thought  that  their 
|>opes  had  been  the  chiefs  of  their  religion,  tUl  now, — and 
if  so,  then  this  was  a  good  note,  while  they  did  live  well ;  hot 
that  was  before  popery.    Since  that  time,  we  wiU  gueaa 
at  their  church  by  the  holiness  of  the  lives  of  those  that  rule 
and  teach  all ;  and  then  if  we  have  none  to  follow  amongst 
nsy  yet  we  know  whom  we  are  to  fly  amongst  them.    11. 
'  Miracles'  were,  in  the  beginning  of  Christianity,  a  note  of 
true  believers ;  Christ  told  us  so  ^    And  he  also  taught  ua 
that  Antichrist  should  be  revealed  in  lying  signs  and  wondeia ; 
aad  commanded  us,  by  that  token,  to  take  heed  of  them. 
And  the  church  of  Rome  would  take  it  ill,  if  we  should  call 
them*  as  St.  Austin  did  the  Donatists, '  mirabiliarios/  ^  miracle* 
mongers ;'  concerning  which,  he  that  pleases  to  read  that 
excellent  tract  of  St.  Austin,  '  De  Unitate  EcclesisB,'  cap.  14. 
will  be  sufficiently  satisfied  in  this  particular,  and  in  the  main 
ground  and  foundation  of  the  protestant  religion.    In  the 
mean  time  it  may  suffice,  that  Beliarmine  says',  'miradea 
are  a  sign  of  the  true  chureh ;'  and  Salmeron  says,  that '  they 
are  no  certain  signs  of  the  true  church,  but  may  be  done  by 
the  false.'     12. '  The  spirit  of  prophecy'  is  also  a  pretty  sure 
note  of  the  true  church,  and  yet,  in  the  dispute  between 
Israel  and  Judah,  Samaria  and  Jerusalem,  it  was  of  no  force, 
but  was  really  in  both.    And  at  the  day  of  judgment  Christ 
shall  reject  some,  who  will  allege  that  they  prophesied  in 
his  name.    I  deny  not  but  there  have  been  some  |»ophet8 
in  the  church  of  Rome :  Johannes  de  Rupe  Scissft,  Anselmus, 
Marsicanus,  Robert  Grosthead,  bishop  of  Lincoln,  St.  Hilde- 
gardis,  abbot  Joachim,  whose  prophecies  and  pictures  pro- 
phetical were  published  by  Theophrastus   Paraedsus,  and 
John  Adrasder,  and  by  Paschahnus  Regiselmus  at  Vauee, 
1689 ;  but  (as  Ahab  said,  concerning  Micaiah)  these  do  not 
prophesy  good  concerning  ^ome,  but  evil :  and  that  Rome 
should  be  reformed  *  in  ore  gladii  crueptandi'  was  one  of  the 

k  Mnrk,  svi.  17.  >  TMk  xiii.p.  19S. 
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prophecies ;  and,  '  iiniFefBa  sanctoram  eoclesia  abscondetar/ 
'  that  the  whole  church  of  the  saints  shall  be  hidden/  viz. 
in  the  days  of  Antichrist ;  and  that  in  the  days  of  darkness, 
the  dect  of  Ood  shall  have  that  faith,  or  wisdom  to  them* 
selves,  which  they  have,  and  shall  not  dare  to  preach  it 
paUidy,  was  another  prophecy,  and  carries  its  meaning 
npon  the  forehead,  and  many  more  I  could  tell ;  but  whether 
such  prophecies  as  these  be  good  signs  that  the  church  of 
Rome  is  the  true  church,  I  desire  to  be  informed  by  the 
Roman  doctors,  before  I  trouble  myself  any  further  to  coa« 
sider  the  particulars.  13.  Towards  the  latter  end  of  this 
catalogue  of  wonderful  signs,  the  'confession  of  ^versaries' 
is  brought  in  for  a  note;  and  no  question  they  intended 
it  so !  But  did  ever  any  protestant,  remaining  so,  confess 
the  church  of  Rome  to  be  the  true  catholic  church?  Let 
the  man  be  named,  and  a  sufficient  testimony  brought,  that 
he  was  ^mentis  compo^,'  and  I  will  grant  to  the  church 
of  Rome  this  to  be  the  best  note  they  have.  14.  But  since 
'  the  enemies  of  the  church  have  all  had  tragical  ends,'  it  is 
no  question  but  this  signifies  the  church  of  Rome  to  be 
the  only  church.  Indeed,  if  all  the  protestants  had  die4 
Unnatural  deaths ;  and  all  the  papists,  nay,  if  all  the  popes 
had  died  quietly  in  their  beds,  we  had  reason  to  deplore 
our  sad  calamity,  and  inquired  after  the  cause;  but  we 
could  never  have  '  told  by  this :  for,  by  all  that  is  before 
him,  a-  man  cannot  tell  whether  he  deserves  love  or  hatred.^ 
And  all  the  world  finds,  that,  as  dies  the  papist,  so  dice 
the  protestant ;  and  the  like  event  happens  to  them  all ; 
excepting  only  some  popes  have  been  remarked  by  their 
own  historifes,  for  funeet  and  direful  deaths*  16.  And  lately, 
*  temporal  prosperity '  is  brought  for  a  note  of-  the  true 
church ;  and  for  this  there  is  great  reason :  because  the 
cross  •  is  the  highway  to  .  heaven,  and  Christ  promised 
to  his  disciples,  for  their  lot  in  this  world,  great  and 
lasting  persecutions,  and  the  church  felt  his  blessing  for 
three  hundred  years  together.  But  this  had  been  abetter 
argument  in  the  mouth  of  a  Turkish  mufti,  than  a  Roman 
cardinal. 

And  DOW,  if  by  all  these  things,  we  cannot  certainly 
know  that  the  church  of  Rome  is  the  true  catholic  church, 
how  shall  the  poor  Roman  Catholic  be  at  rest  in  his  inquiry? 
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Here  is  in  all  thie,  nothing  but  uncertainty  of  tmth,  or 
certainty  of  error. 

And  what  is  needful  to  be  added  more?  I  might  tire 
myself  juid  ofty  reader,  if  I  should  enumerate  all  that  ^er6 
Tsry  consideraUe  in  this  inquiry.  I  l^baH  not,  therefore, 
insbt  upon  their  uncertainties  in  their  great  and 'Consider- 
aUe  qliestiotis  about  the  number  of  the  sabraments :  vhich 
to  be  seven  is  with  them  an  article  of  faith ;  and  yet  since 
there  is  not  aniongst  them  any  authentic  definitioti  of  a 
sacrament;  and  it  is  not,  nor  cannot  be  a  matter  of  faith, 
to  tell  what  is  the  form  of  a  sacrament;  therefore;  it  is 
hapossible  it  should  be  a  matter  of  faith,  to  tell  how  many 
they  are  t  for  in  this  case  they  cannot  tell  the  number,  unlesa 
they  know  for  what  reason  they  are  to  be  accounted  so* 
The  fathers  and  schoolmen  differ  greatly  in  the  definition 
of  a  sacrament;  and  consequently  in  the  numbering  of  them. 
St.  Cyprian  and  St.  Bernard  red^oa  '  washing  the  disciples' 
feet'  to  be  a;  sacrament;  and  St.  Austin  called  '  oomem 
ritum  cultus  Divini/  a  sacrament;  and  otherwhile  he  says, 
there  are  but  two :  and  the  schoolmen  dispute  whether  or 
iko,  a  sacrament  can  be  defined.  And-  by  the  eoulicil  of 
Trent,  clandestine  marriages  are  said  to  be  a  sacrament; 
and  yet  that  the  church  always  detested  them :  which  indeed 
Bught  very  well  be,  for  the  blessed  eucharist  is  a  sacrament, 
but  yet  private  masses  and  communions  the  ancient  church 
always  did  detest,  except  in  the  cases  of  necessity.  But 
then,  when  at  Trent  they  declared  them  to  be  nullities,  it 
would  be  very  hard  to  prove  them  to  be  sacraments*  All 
the  whole  a&ir  in  their  saciament  of  order,  is  a  body  of 
contingent  propositions.  They  cannot  agree  where  the 
apostles  received  their  several  orders,  by  what  form  of 
words ;  and  whether  at  one  time,  or  by  parts :  and  in  the 
institution  of  the  Lord's  supper,  the  same  words  by  whicli 
tome  of  them  say  they  were  made  priests,  they  generally 
expound  them  to  signify  a  duty  of  the  katy,  as  wdl  as  the 
clergy;  *  Hoc  facite,'  wUch  signifies  one  thing  to  the  piiest* 
and  another  to  the  people,  and  yet  there  i^  no  mariL  qf 
difference.  They  cannot  agree  where,  or  by  whom,  extresaa 
unction  was  instituted.  They  cannot  tel^  whether  ai^  Wafer 
be  actually  transubstantiated,  because  they  never  can  know 
by  Divine  faith,  whether  the  supposed  priest  be  a  real  pries^ 
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tff  had  figlit  inteuiion ;  and  yet  they  certainly  do  worship  it 
in  the  midst  of  all  uncertainties.  Bnt  I  will  add  nothing 
■lore,  bnt  this ;  what  wonder  is  it,  if  all  things  in  the  church 
tf  Rome  be  uncertain ;  when  they  cannot,  dare  not,  tmsl 
Aeir  reason  or  their  senses  in  the  wonderful  iuTention  of 
transobstantiation  ?  and  when  many  of  their  wisest  doctors 
pfoiess  tiiat  their  pretended  infallibility  does  finally  rely 
upon  prudential  motives? 

I  conclude  this,  therefore,  with  the  words  of  St.  Austin*: 
**  Remotis  ergo  omnibus  talibus,  Kc."  "  All  things,  there* 
fore,  being  removed,  let  them  demonstrate  their  churdi  if 
they  can,  not  in  the  sermons  and  rumours  of  the  Afiricans 
(Romans),  not  in  the  councils  of  their  bishops,  not  in  the 
letters  of  any  disputers,  not  in  signs  and  deceitful  miracles ; 
because  against  these  things,  we  are  warned  and  prepared 
fay  the  word  of  the  Lord :  but  in  the  prescript  of  the  law,  of 
the  prophets,  of  the  psalms,  of  the  evangelists,  and  all  the 
eanonicMd  authorities  of  the  holy  books."  And  that  is  my 
i^ext  undertaking ;  to  show  the  firmness  of  the  foundation, 
and  the  great  principle  of  the  religion  of  the  church  of 
England  and  Ireland;  even  the  Holy  Scriptures. 


SECTION  II. 

X)f  the  Sufficiency  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  to  Salvation,  which 
i$  the  great  Foundation  and  Ground  of  the  Protestant 
Religion, 

This  question  is  between  the  ohuroh  of  Rome  and  the 
church  of  England;  and,  therefore,  it  supposes  that  it  is 
Ikmongst  them  who  believe  the  Scriptures  to  be  the  Word 
of  God.  The  Old  and  New  Testament  are  agreed  upon  to 
be.  the  Word  of  Qod ;  and  thai  they  are  so,  is  delivered 
to  ais  by  the  current  descending  testimony  of  all  ages  of 
Ghfistianity :  and  they  who  thus  are  first  led  into  this 
hdid^  find,  upon  teifd,  great  after-psoofs  by  arguments  both 
extefnaljand  internal,  and  such  as  cause  a  perfect  adhesion 
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to  this  trath ;  thai  they  are  God's  word :  an  adbeaioh  (I  ny) 
so  perfect,  as  excludes  all  manner  of  practical  doubting. 
Now  then  amongst  ns  so  persuaded,  the  question  is,  wheAer 
Or  no  the  Scriptures  be  a  su£5cient  rule  of  our  faith,  and 
contain  in  them  all  things  necessary  to  sahration?  Or,  is 
there  any  other  word  of  Ood  besides  the  Scriptures,  which 
delivers  any  points  of  faith  or  doctrines  of  life  necessary  to 
salvation  ?  This  was  the  state  of  the  question  till  yesterday* 
And  although  the  church  of  Rome  affirmed  tradition  to  be  a 
part  of  the  object  of  faith,  and  that  without  the  addition 
of  doctrine,  and  practices  delivered  by  tradition,  the  Smp- 
tures  were  not  a  perfect  rule ;  but  together  with  tradition 
they  are :  yet  now  two  or  three  gentlemen  have  got  upon 
the  coach  wheel,  and  have  raised  a  doud  of  dust,  enough 
to  put  out  the  eyes  even  of  their  own  party,  making  them 
not  to  see,  what  till  now  all  their  seers  told  them ;  and  tra- 
dition is  not  only  a  suppletory  to  the  deficiencies  of  Scrip- 
ture, but  it  is  now  the  only  record  of  faith ".  But  because 
this  is  too  bold  and  impossible  an  attempt,  and  hath  lately 
been  sufficiently  reproved  by  some  learned  persons  of  our 
church ;  I  shall,  therefore,  not  trouble  myself  with  such  a 
frontless  error  and  illusion ;  but  speak  that  truth  which  by 
justifying  the  Scripture's  fulness  and  perfection  will  over- 
throw the  doctrine  of  the  Roman  church  denying  it,  and, 
'  ex  abundanti,'  cast  down  this  new  mud  wall,  thrown  into  a 
dirty  heap  by  M.  W.  and  his  under-dawber  M.  S.,  who  with 
great  pleasure  behold  and  wonder  at  their  own  work,  and 
call  it  a  marble-building. 

1.  That  the  Scripture  is  a  full  and  sufficient  rule  to 
Christians  in  faith  and  manners,  a  full  and  perfect  decla- 
ration of  the  will  of  Ood,  is  therefore  certain,  because  we 
have  no  other.  For  if  we  consider  the  grounds  upon  which 
all  Christians  believe  the  Scriptures  to  be  the  word  of  Ood, 
the  same  grounds  prove  that  nothing  else  is.  These  indeed 
have  a  testimony  that  is  credible  as  any  thing  that  makes 
faith  to  men,  the  universal  testimony  of  all  Christians :  in 
respect  of  which  St  Austin  said,  "  Evangelio  nbn  crede 
rem,''  &c.  '*  I  should  not  believe  the  Gospel,  if  the  autho 
rity  of  the  church,"  (that  is,  of  the  universal  church)  **  did 

>  Vid.  lust.  ConciL  Trident,  tab  Ptal.  S.  A.  D.  1546. 
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noi  more  me."  Tbe  apoBflfli  at  first  owH^  these  writingr; 
the  churches  received  them ;.  thej  traoAmitted  them  to,  their 
posterity ;  they  grounded  their  faith  upon  them ;  they  prQved 
their  propositions  by  them ;  by  them  they  confuted  heretics ; 
and  they  made  them  the  measures  of  right  and  wrong ;  all 
that  collective  body  of  doctrines,  of  which  all  Christians  coa* 
aentingly  made  public  .confessions^  and  on  which  all  th^ 
hopes  of  salvation  did  rely,  were  all  contained  in  them; 
iind  they  agreed  in  no  point  of  faith,  which  is  not  plainly  set 
down  in  Scripture.  And  all  this  is  so  certain,  that  we  all 
profess  ourselves  ready  to  believe  any  other  tuiiclei  whif^ 
can  pretend  and  prove  itself  thus  proved,  thus  descended^ 
For  ne  know,  a  doctrine  is  neither  more  nor  less  the  word 
of  Ood  for  being  written  or  unwritten;  that  is  but  accidental 
and  extrinsical  to  it;  for  it  was  first  unwritten,  and  theci  th^ 
same  thing  was  written;  only  when  it  was  written  it  was 
better  conserved,  and  surer  transmitted,  and  not  easily 
altered,  and  more  fitted  to  be  a  rule.  And  indeed  only 
can  be  so:. not  but  that  every  word  of  Ood  is  as  much. a 
rule*  as  any  word  of  God ;  but  we  are  sure  that  what  is 
so  written,  and  so  transmitted,  is  Ood's  word;  whereas 
concerning  other  things  which  were  not  written,  we  have 
no  certain  records,  no  evident  proof,  no  sufficient  convio- 
tion;  and,  therefore,  it  is  not  capable  of  being,  owned  as 
the  rule  of  fiiith  or  life,  because  we  do  not  know  it  to  be 
the  Word  of  God«  If  any  doctrine  which  is  offered  to  ua 
by  the  church  of  Rome,  and  which  is  not  in  Scripture,  be 
proved-  as  Scripture  is,  we  receive  it  equally :  but  if  it  be 
not,  it  is  to  be  received  according  to  the  degree  of  its 
probation ;  and  if  it  once  comes  to  be  disputed  by  wise 
and  good  men,  if  it  came  in  after  the  aposdes,  if  it  rely 
but  npon  a  few  testimonies,  or  is  to  be  laboriously  argued 
into  a  precarious  persuasion,  it  cannot  be  the  true  ground 
of  faith ;  and  salvation  can  never  rely  upon  it.  The  truth 
of  the  assumption  in  this  argument  will  rely  upon  an  .in- 
duction, of  which  all  churches  have  a  sufficient  experience, 
'^-^  there  being  in  no  church  any  one  instance  of  doctrine 
of  feith  or  life,. that  can  pretend  to  a. clear,  universal  tnb- 
dition  and  testimony  of  the  first  and  of  all  ages  and  churches^ 
Imt  only  the  doctrine  contained  in. the  undoubted  books  of 
the  Old  and  .New  Testament.  <,  And^in  the. matter  of  good 
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fife,  the  case  is  erident  and  certain ;  which  makes  the  other 
also  to  be  like  it ;  for  there  is  bo  original  or  primary  com* 
inandment  concerning  good  life,  bat  it  is  plainly  and  noto* 
rionsly  found  in  Scripture :  now  faith  being  the  foondation  of 
good  life,  upon  which  it  is  most  rationally  and  permanently 
built;  it  is  strange  that  Scripture  should  be  suflBcient  to 
leach  us  all  the  whole  superstructure,  and  yet  be  defective  in 
the  foundation* 

Neither  do  we  doubt  but  that  there  were  many  things 
spoken  by  Christ  and  his  apostles,  which  were  never  writt^i ; 
and  yet  those  few  only  that  were  written,  are,  by  the  Divine 
providence,  and  the  care  of  the  catholic  church  of  the  first 
and  all  descending  ages,  preserved  to  us,  and  made  our 
Oospd.  So  that  as  we  do  not  dispute,  whether  the  words 
which  Christ  spake,  and  the  miracles  he  did,  and  are  not 
written,  be  as  holy  and  as  true  as  those  which  are  written; 
but  only  say,  they  are  not  our  rule  and  measures,  because 
they  are  unknown :  so  there  is  no  dispute,  whether  they  be 
to  be  preferHsd  or  relied  upouy  as  the  written  or  unwrittoi 
word  oif  God ;  for  both  are  to  be  relied  upon,  and  both 
equally;  always  provided  that  they  be  equally  known  to  be 
so.  But  that  which  we  say  is,  that  there  are  many  which 
are  called  traditions,  which  are  not  the  unwritten  word  of 
Gk)d;  at  least  not  known  so  to  be:  and  the  doctrines  of  men 
are  pretended  and  obtruded  as  the  commandments  of  (xod ; 
and  the  testimonies  of  a  few  men  are  made  to  support  a 
weight  as  great  as  that  which  relies  upon  universal  testimony ; 
and  particular  trnditions  are  equalled  to  uniiversal,  the  un- 
certain  to  the  certain;  and  traditions  are  said  to  be  apoe* 
tolical  if  they  be  but  ancient ;  and  if  they  come  from  we 
know  not  whom,  they  are  said  to  come  from  the  apostles; 
and  if  postnate,  they  are  called  primitive ;  and  Ihey  are 
axgued  and  laboriously  disputed  into  the  title  of  apostolical 
traditions,  by  not  only  fallible  but  falladous  aiguments,  as 
will  appear  in  the  foUovring  numbers.  This  is  the  state  of 
the  question;  and,  theiefiire,  1.  It  proves  itself,  because 
there  can  be  no  proof  to  the  contrary ;  since  the  older  the 
tiaditkm  is,  the  more  bkdy  it  can  be  proved,  as  being  nearer 
the  fountam,  and  not  having  had  a  long  current,  which,  as 
along  liile  is  alwajrs  the  weakest,,  so  in  long  descent  is  most 
likdy  to  be  corrupted,  and,  therefMe,  a  late  tradition  is 
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one  of  the  worst  arguments  in  the  world  $-  it  follows  tbat 
nothing  can  now,  because  nothing  of  faith  yet  hath  been 
sufficiently  proved. 

2.  But  besides  this  consideration,  the  Scripture  itiielf  is 
the'  best  testimony  of  its  own  fulness  and  sufficiency.    I, 
have  already,  in  the  introduction  against  J.  S.,  proved  from. 
Scriptare,  that  all  necessary  things  of  salyation  are  there 
abundantly  contained ;  that  is,  I  have  proved  that  Scripture^ 
says  so*    Neither  ought  it  to  be  replied  here,  that  no  man'a 
testimony  concerning  himself  is  to  be  accepted.    For  herei 
we  suppose  that  we  are  agreed,  that  the  Scripture  says  true^* 
that  it  is  the  word  of  God,  and  cannot  be  deceived ;  and  ijf 
this  be  allowed,  the  Scripture  then  can  give  testimony  con-t 
ceming  itself:  and  so  can  any  man,  if  you  allow  him  to  be 
infallible,  and  all  that  he  says  to  be  true ;  which  is  the  case 
of  Scripture  in  the  present  controversy.    And  if  you  will  not 
allow  Scripture  to  give  testimony  to  itself,  who  shall  give 
testimony  to  it?    Shall  the  church,  or  the  pope^  suppose 
wluoh  we  will?    But  who  shall  give  testimony  to  thsmi 
Shall  they  give  credit  to  Scripture,  before  it  be  known  how 
they  come  themselves  to  be  credible  ?   If  they  be  not  credible 
of  themselves,  we  are  not  the  nearer  for  their  giving  theif 
testitnony  to  the  Scriptures.    But  if  it  be  said,  that  tte 
church  is  of  itself  credible  upon  its  own  authority,  this  must 
be  proved  before  it  can  be  admitted,  and  then  how  shall  this* 
be  proved  ?    And,  at  least,  the  Scripture  will  be  pretended  to 
be  of  itself  credibk  as-  the  church.    And  since  it  is'  evident 
that  all  the  dignity,' power,  authority,  office,aibd sa&dity,  it 
hathy  or  pretends  to  have,  can  no  other,  way  be  proved  but 
by  the  Scriptures,  a  conformity  to  them  in  aH  doctrines,  laws, 
and  nianners,  being  the  only  charter  by  which  she  claims :  it 
mtOBt  needs  be,  tiiat  Scripture!  hadi  the  prior  right  ^  aod^  can 
better  be  primely  eredible  dian  the  church,  or  buy  thtnp 
els6  that  daims  from  Scripture.    Nay,  therefore,  ?.  quoad 
n^s,'  it  is  to  be  allows  to  be  primdy  credible ;  because  there 
is  no  creature  besides  it  that  is  so.    Indeed  Qod  was  pleased 
to  find  out  ways  to  prove  the  Scriptuses  to  be  his  word,  bia 
immediate  word,  by  naraculOuB  consignations,  and  .sufficient' 
t^timony,  and-  confession  of  enemies,  and  of  all  mea^tbat 
were  fit  to  bear  witness;  that  these  books  were '  written  by 
Sttch  imb;^  who,*,  by  ]iuiaole>.  w«e  proved  to  he  VDivini 
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hoBunes/  men  endued  with  God's  Spirit,  and  trusted  with. 
hiB  message ;  and  when  it  was  thus  far  proved  by  God,  it. 
became  the  immediate  and  sole  ministry  of  entire  salvation, 
and  the  whole  repository  of  the  Divine  will:  and  when 
things  were  come  thus  fkr,  if  it  be  inquired  whether  the 
Scriptures  were  a  sufficient  institution  to  salvation,  we  need 
no  other,  we  can  have  no  better  testimony  than  itself,  con* 
cerning  itself.  And  to  this  purpose  I  have  already  brought 
from  it  sufficient  affirmation  of  the  point  in  question,  in  the 
preceding  answer  to  J.  S/s  First  Way,  in  his  fourth  api- 
pendix. 

3.  It  is  possible,  that  the  Scriptures  should  c<Hitain  in 
them  all  things  necessary  to  salvation.  God  could  cause 
such  a  book  to  be  written.  And  he  did  so  to  the  Jews ;  he. 
caused  his  whole  law  to  be  written,  he  engraved  in  stones,  he 
commanded  the  authentic  copy  to  be  kept  in  the  ark,  and 
this  was  the  great  security  of  the  conveying  it;  and  tradition, 
was  not  relied  upon:  it  was  not  trusted  with  any  law  of 
faith  or  manners.  Now,  since  this  was  once  done,  and, 
therefore,  is  always  possible  to  be  done,  why  it  should  not 
be  done  now,  there  is  no  pretence  of  reason,  but  very  mooh 
for  it.  For,  1.  Why  should  the  book  of  St.  MaUhew  be 
called  the  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ;  and  this  is  also  the  very 
title  of  St.  Mark's  book ;  and  St  Luke  affirms  the  design  of 
his  book  is  '  to  declare  the  certainty  of  the  things  then  be- 
lieved,' and  in  which  his  friend  was  instructed,  which  we 
cannot  but  suppose  to  be  .the  whole  doctrine  of  salvation? 
2.  .What  end  could  there  be  in  writing  these  books,  but 
to  preserve  the  memory  of  Christ's  history  and  doctrine  I 
S.  Especially  if  we  consider  tliat  many  things  which  were  not 
absolutely  necessary  to  salvation,  vrere  set  down ;  and,  there- 
fore, to  omit  any  thing  that  is  necessary,  must  needa  be  an 
mnreasonable  and  unprofitable  way  of  writing.  4.  There  yet 
tiever  was  any  cathoHc  father  that  did  affirm  in  terms,  or  in 
fhll  and  equivalent  sense,  that  the  Scriptures  are  defeciiva  ia 
the  recording  any  thing  necessary  to  salvation;  but  unani- 
mously they  taught  the  contrary,  as  I  shall  show  by  and 
by.  <6.  The  enemies  of  Christian  religion  opposed  them- 
selves agaipfit  the  doctrine  contained  in  the  Scriptures,  and 
supposed,  by  that  means,  to  conclude  against  Christianity, 
and  they  knew  iio  other  repository  of  it,  and  estimated  no 
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others  6.  The  persecutors  of  CbristiaDityy  intending  to 
tlestroy  Christianity,  hoped  to  prevail  by  causing  the  BiUes 
to  be  burnt ;  which  had  been  a  foolish  and  unlikely  design; 
if  that  had  not  been  the  ark  that  kept  the  recoiyls  of  the 
•whole  Christian  law.  7.  That  the  revealed  will  of  God^  the 
law  of  Christ,  was  not  written  in  his  lifetime,  but  preached 
only  by  word  of  mouth,  is  plain  and  reasonable ;  because  all 
was  not  finished ;  and  the  salvation  of  man  was  not  perfected 
till  the  resurrection,  ascension,  and  descent  of  the  Hply 
<3host;  nor  was  it  done  presently.  But  then  it  is  to  be 
observed,  that  there  was  a  Spirit  of  infallible  record  put  into 
the  apostles,  sufficient  for  its  publication  and  cohtiauance. 
But  before  the  death  of  the  apostles,  that  is,  before  this 
Spirit  of  infallibility  was  to  depart,  all  was  written  that  was 
intended ;  because  nothing  else  could  infallibly  convey  the 
doctrine.  Now,  this  being  the  case  pf  every  dOctn^H^.M 
much  as  of  any,  and  the  case  of  the  whole,  rather  than  of 
any  part  of  it ;  it  must  follow,  that  it  was  highly  agreeable  to 
the  Divine  wisdom,  and  the  very  end  jsf  ibis  economy^  that 
all  should  be  written ;  and  for  no  other  reason  could  th|S 
evangelists  and  apostles  write  so  many  books.  .... 

4.  But  of  the  sufficiency  of  Scripture  we  may  be  con* 
vinced  by  the  very  nature  of  the  tbing.  For  the  sermons  !of 
salvation  being  preached  to  all,  tQ  the  learned  and  unlearned^ 
it  must  be  a  common  concern,  and,  therefore,  fitted  to  all 
capacities,  and,  consequently,  made  easy  for  easy  leeroers. 
Now,  this  design  is  plainly  signified  to  us. in  Scripture  by  the 
abbreviatures,  the  symbols  and  catalogues  of  ^  credenda;' 
which  are  short,  and  plain,  and  easy ;  and  to  which  aalvatibn 
is  promised.  Now  if  **  he  that  believes  Jesus  Christ  to  be 
the  Son  of  God,  hath  eternal  life  ** ;  that  is,  so  far  as  the  vdue 
and  acceptability  of  believing  does  extend,  this  faith  shall 
prevail  unto  salvation ;  it  follows,  that  this  being  the  affirma- 
tion of  Scripture,  and  declared  to  be  a  competent  foundation 
of  faith ;  the  Scripture  that  contains  much,  more,  eveti  the 
whole  economy  of  salvation  by  Jesus  Christ,  cannot  want 
any  necessary  thing,  when  the  abaolute  necessities  are  so 
narrow.  Christ,  the  Son  of  God,  is  the  great  adequate 
object  of  saving  faith;  *^  to,  know  <jlod,i  and  whom*  he  hatii 
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s^nt,  Jems  Christ,  this  is  eternal  \\hK"    Now  this  is  the 
great  design  of  the  Gospel ;  and  is  reyealed  largely  in  the 
Scriptares ;  so  that  there  is  no  adequate  object  of  faith,  bnt 
what  is  there.     2.  As  to  the  attributes  of  God,  and  of 
Christ,  that  is,  all  that  is  known  of  them,  and  to  be  knowi^ 
is  set  down  in  Scripture ;  that '  God  is  the  rewarder  of  them 
that  diligently  seek  him ;'  that  he  is  the  Fountain  of  wisdom, 
justice,  holiness,  power;  that  his  proTidence  is  over  all,  and 
mercy  unto  all :  and  concerning  Christ ;  all  the  attributes  and 
qualifications,  by  which  he  is  capable  and  fitted  to  do  the  work 
of  redemption  for  us,  and  to  become  our  Lord,  and  the  great 
•King  of  heaven  and  earth,  able  to  destroy  all  his  enemies 
eternally,  and  to  reward  his  servants  with  a  glorious  and  iude- 
fectiUe  kingdom :  all  this  is  declared  in  Scripture.    So  that 
concerning  the  full  object  of  faith  manifested  in  the  whole 
design  of  the  Gospel,  the  Scriptures  are  full,  and  whatever  is 
to  be  believed  of  the  attributes  belonging  to  this  prime  and 
fikll  object,  all  that  also  is,  in  Scripture,  fully  declared.    And 
all  the  acts  of  faith,  the  antecedents,  the  formal,  and  the 
consequent  acts  of  faith,  are  there  expressly  oonmianded; 
viz.  to  know  God,  to  believe  in  his  name  and  word,  to  believe 
in  his  Son ;  and  to  obey  his  Son,  by  the  consequent  acts  of 
fiuth ;  idl  this  is  set  down  in.  Scripture :  in  which  not  only 
we  are  commanded  to  keep  the  commandments,  but  we  are 
told  which. they  are.    There  we  are  taught  to  honour  and 
fear,  to  love  and  obey  God  and  his  holy  Son ;  to  fear  and 
reverence  him,  to. adore  and  invocate  him,  to  crave  his  aid, 
and  to  give  him  thanks ;  not  to  trust  in,  or  call  upon,  any 
thing  that  hath  no  Divine  empire  over  us,  or  Divine  excet- 
lenoe  in  itself.    It  is  so  particular  in  recounting  all  the  parts 
of  duty,  that  it  descends  specially  to  enumerate  the  duties  of 
kikigs  and  subjects,  bishops  and  people,  parents  and  children) 
masters  and  servants ;  to  show  love  and  faithfulness  to  our 
equals ;  to  our  inferiors  counsel  and  help,  favour  and  goo<l 
will,  bounty  and  kindness,' a  good  word  and  a  good  deed: 
Ae  Scripture  hath  given  us  commaiidments  concerning  our 
very  thoughts ;  to  be  thankful  and  hospitable,  to  be  humble 
and  complying;  wbtttever  good  thing  was  taught  by  any  or 
alt  the  philosophers  in  the  world,  all  that,  and  much  more,  is 
in  the  Scriptures,  and  that  in  a  much  better  manner :  and 
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that  it  might  appear  that  nothing  oould  be  wmting,  tfoe  veiy 
degrees  and  order  of  yirtnes  is  thete  pforided  for. .,  And  if 
all  this  be  .not  the  high  way  to  salva^tioni  and  suffioient  to  aH 
intents  of  God  and  the  souls  of  men,  let  any  man  come  forth 
and  say,  as  Christ  said  to  the  young  .m«En«  **  R^tat  adbttc 
unum/'  ''  there  is  one  thing  wanting  yet/' — and  let  him 
show  it.    But  let  ns  consider  a  little  further. 

6..  What  is,  or  what  can  be  wanting  to  the  fnlnesQ  of 
Scripture?  Is  not  all  that  we  know  of  the  Ufe  and  death  of 
Jesnsy  set.down  in  the  writings  of  the  New  Testament?  \% 
there  any  one  mirade  that  ever  Christ  did,  the  notice  pf 
which  is  conveyed  to  ns  by  tradition?  Do  we  know  any 
thing  that  Christ  did  or  said  but  what  19  in  Scripture  ?  Som^ 
things  were  reported  to  have  been  said  by  Christ  secretly  to 
the  apostles,  and  by  the  apostles  secretly  to  some  favourite 
disciples ;  but  some  of  these  thmgs  are  not  believed ;  aM 
none  of  the  other  is  known :  so  that  either  we  mpst  ponclade 
that  the  Scripture  contains  fully  all  things  of  faith  and  obe*> 
dience,  or  else  we  have  no  Gh>spel  at  all ;  for,  except,  what  is 
in  Scripture,  we  have  not  a  sufficieiit  record  of  almost  0119 
saying,  or  one  mirade.  St.  Paul  quotes  one  saying  of  Christy 
which  is  not  in  any  of  the  four  Go[^>ds,  but  it  is  in  the 
Scriptures,  "  It  is  bett^  to  give  than  to  receive  /'  apd  St, 
J^ome  records  another,  ''  Be  never  very  glad,  but  when 
you  see  your  .brother  live  in  charity.''^-  If  St.  Paul  had  OQt 
written  the  first,  and  transmitted  it  in  Scripture^  we  had  nqt 
known  it  any  more  than  those  many  other  which  are  lost  fof 
not  being  written :  and  for  the  quotation  of  St.  Jerome,  it  if| 
tme,  it  is  a  good  saying;  but  whether  they  were  Christ^| 
words  or  no,  we  have  but  a  single  testimony.  Now,  then, 
how  is  it  possible  that  the  Scriptures  should  not  contain  all 
things  necessary  to  salvation;  when  of  all  the  words  of 
Christ,— in  which  certainly  all  necessaxy  things  to  salvation 
must  needs  be  contained,  or  else  they  were  never  revealed,— 
there  is  not  any  one  saying,  or  mirade,  or  story  of  Christ,  ii^ 
any  thing  that  is  material,  preserved  in  any  indubitabla 
record,  but  in  Scripture  alome  ? 

6.  That  the  Si^iptures.do  not  contain  in  them  all  thingjg^ 
necessary  to  salvation,  is  the  fountmn  of  many  great  and 
capital  errors;  I  instance  in  the  w;hole  doctrine  of  the  liber- 
tines, iamilists,  quakers,  and  other  enthusiasts,  which  issue 
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"bcftix  this  corraptdd  fovntam.    For  this,  that  the  Scriptures 
do  need  a  eoppletory,  that  they  are  not  perfect  and  sofficient 
to  salration  of  themselves,  is  the  vfHref  ^^evibfy  the  great 
fundamental  both  of  the  Roman  religion,  and  that  of  Uie 
libertines  and  quakers,  and  those  whom  in  Germany  they  call 
'  spirituales ;'  such  as  David  George,  Harry  Nicholas,  S wenck- 
feld,  Sebastian  Franck,  and  others.    These  are  the  men  that 
call  the  Scriptures,  ''  The  letter  of  the  Scripture,  the  dead 
letter,  insufficient,  inefficacious.    This  is  but  the  sheath  and 
the  scabbard,  the  bark  and  the  shadow,  a  carcass  void  of  the 
internal  light,  not  apt  to  imprint  a  perfect  knowledge  in  us  of 
what  is  necessary  to  salvation."     But  the  Roman  doctors 
say  the  same  things.    We  know  who  they  are  that  call  the 
S<2riptures  ^,  the  **  Outward  letter,  ink  thus  figured  in  a 
book,  unsensed  characters,  waxed-natured  words  not  yet 
sensed,  apt  to  blunder  and  confound,  but  to  clear  little  or 
nothing  :**  these  are  as  bad  words  as  the  other,  and  some  of 
them  the  same ;  and  all  draw  a  long  tail  of  evil  consequents 
behind  them.     1.  From  this  principle,  as  it  is  promoted  by 
the  fanatics,  they  derive  a  wandering,  unsettled,  and  a  dis- 
solute religion.     For  they,  supplying  the  insufficiency  of 
Scripture  by  an  inward  word,  which  being  only  within,  it  is 
subject  to  no  discipline,  reducible  into  no  order,  not  *  sub- 
mitted to  the  spirits  of  the  prophets,'  and  hath  no  rule  by 
which  it  can  be  directed,  examined,  or  judged :  hence  comes 
the  infinite  variety  and  contradictions  of  religion,  commenced 
by  men  of  this  persuasion.    A  religion  that  wanders  from 
day  to  day,  from  fancy  to  fancy,  and  altertible  by  every  new 
filusion.     A  religion  in  which  some  man  shall  be  esteemed 
an  infallible  judge  to-day,  and  next  week  another:   but  it 
may  happen,  that  any  man  may  have  his  turn,  and  any 
mischief  may  be  believed  and  acted,  if  the  devil  get  into  the 
chair.    2.  From  this  very  same  principle,  as  it  is  promoted 
by  the  papists,  they  derive  a  religion  imperious,  interested, 
and  tyrannical.    For,  as  the  fanatics  supply  the  insufficiency 
of  Scripture  by  the  word  internal,  so  do  the  Roman  doctors 
by  the  authority  of  the  church :  but  when  it  comes  to  pntc- 
tice,  as  the  fanatics  give  the  supreme  power  of  teaching  and 
defining  to  the  '  chief  elder  in  the  love;'  so  do  the  papists^ 
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especiaUy  the  j^aits,  give  it  to.  the  pope :  and  the  difference 
IB  noty  that  the  fanatics  give  the  supreme  judgment  to  some 
one,  and  the  papists  give  it  to  the  whole  church ;  for  these 
also  give  it  but  to  one  man»  to  the  pope»  whose  judgment, 
Toioe,  and  definition,  must  make  up  the  deficiencies  of  Scrips 
ture.  But  because  the  fanatics,  as  it  happens,  change  their 
judge  every  month,  therefore  they  have  an  ambulatory 
religion:  but  that  of  the  Roman  way  establishes  tyranny; 
jbecaose  their  judge  being  one,  not  in  person  but  in  succes* 
^ion,  -and  having  always  the  same  interest,  and  having 
already,  resolved  upon  their  way,  and  can,  when  they  list,  go 
farther  upon  the  stock  of  the  same  principles,  and  being 
established  by  human  power  v^ill  unalterably  persist  in  their 
^ght  and  their  wrong,  and  will  never  confess  an  error,  and 
are  impatient  of  contradiction ;  and,  therefore,  they  impose 
irremediably,  and  what  they  please,  upon  consciences,  of 
,whioh  they  have  made  themselves  judges.  Now,  for  these 
things  there  is  no  remedy  but  from  Scripture,  which,  if  it 
l>e  allowed  full,  perfect,  and  sufficient  unto  all  the  things 
of  God,  then  whatsoever  either  of  these  parties  say,  must 
be  tried  by  Scripture ;  it  must  be  showed  to  be  there,  or 
be  rejected.  But  to  avoid  the  trial  there,  they  tell  you 
the  Scripture  is  but  a  dead  letter,  unsensed  characters, 
.words  without  sense,  or  unsensed;  and,  therefore,  this  must 
be  supplied  by  the  inward  word,  says  one;  by  the  pope*6 
word  in  cathedra,  says  the  other ;  and  then  both  the  inward 
wocd  and  the  pope's  word  shall  rule  and  determine  every 
thing.;  and  the  Scriptures  will  signify  nothing.:  but  as 
under  pretence  of  the  word  internal,  every  new  thing  shall 
pass  for  the  word  of  God,  so  it  shall  do  also  under  the 
Roman  preteoce.  For  not  he  that  makes  a  law,  but  he 
that  expounds  the  law,  gives  the  final  measures  of  good 
or  evil.  It  fpUpws  from  hence,  that  nothing  but  the  Scrip- 
ture's sufficiency  can  be  a  sufficient  limit  to  the  inundation 
of  evils,  which  may  enter  from  these  parties  relying  upon 
Ae  same  false  principle.  My  last  argument  is  from  tradition 
itself:  for, 

7.  If  we  inquire  upon  what  grounds  the  primitive  church 
did  rely  for  their  whole  religion,  we  shall  find  they  knew 
none  else  but  the  Scriptures,  *  Ubi  Scriptum?'  was  their 
first  inquiry?  '  Do  the  prophets  and  the  aput^ Lies,  the  evau- 
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gelists,  or  the  epistles  say  so  ?  PJesd  it  there,  and  then  teach 
it ;  else  reject  it  :*  they  call  upon  their  charges  in  the  words 
of  Christ,  "  Search  the  Scriptures;''  they  affirm  that  the  Scrip*- 
ttilres  are  full,  that  tiiey  are  a  perfect  role,  that  they  contain 
all  things  necessary  to  salvation :  and  from  hence  they  con* 
futed  all  heresies. 

This  I  shall  clearly  prove  by  abundant  testimtmies:  of 
which  though  many  of  them  have  been  already  observed  by 
yery  many  learned  persons ;  yet  because  I  have  added  others, 
not  so  noted,  and  have  collected  with  diligence  and  care^ 
and  have  rescued  them  from  elusory  answers ;  I  have  there* 
fore  chosen  to  represent  them  together;  hoping  they  may  be 
of  more  usefulness  than  trouble,  because  I  have  here  made  a 
trial,  whether  the  church  of  Rome  be  in  good  earnest,  or  no, 
when  she  pretends  to  follow  tradition;  or  how  it  is  that  she 
expects  a  tradition  shall  be  proved.  For  this  doctrine  of  the 
Scripture's  sufficiency  I  shall  now  prove  by  a  full  tradition.; 
therefore,  if  she  believes  tradition,  let  her  acknowledge  this 
tradition  which  is  so  fully  proved ;  and  if  this  do  notamoimt 
to  a  full  probation,  then  it  is  but  reasonable  to  expect  from 
them,  that  they  never  obtrude  upon  us  any  thing  for  traditioi^ 
or  any  tradition  for  necessary  to  be  believed,  till  they  hart 
proved  it  such, — by  proofs  more,  and  more  clear,  than  tins 
essay  concerning  the  sufficiency  and  perfection  of  the  IMvine 
Scriptures. 

I  begin  with  St.  IrensBus'.  "  We  know  that  the  Scriptorea 
are  perfect,  for  they  are  spoken  by  the  word  of  Ood,  sjid  fay 
his  Spirit.  Therefore*  read  diligently  the  Gospel,  given  nolo 
us  by  the  apostles;  and  read  diligently  the  prophets,  and 
you  shall  find  every  action  and  the  whole  doctrine,  and  the 
whole  passion  of  our  Lord  preached  in  them.  And  indeed 
we  have  received  the  economy  of  our  salvation  by  so  other 
but  by  those,  by  whom  the  Gospel  came  to  us ;  which  truly 
they  then  preached,  but  afterwards,  by  the  will  of  God,  deh- 
Tered  to  us  in  the  Scriptures,  which  was  to  be  the  pQlar  and 
ground  to  our  faith."    These  are  the  words  of  this  8aia% 

'  RecfiMimi  qnidem  seientct  qn\m  Seripfsr*  qaidcm  perftete  ant, 
qutppe  a  verbo  Dei  et  Spirito  ejus  dtct9,  lib.  ii.  c*  47. 

■  Lib.  iv.  c.  66,  Lrgite  diligratius  id  quod  ab  apostolis  eat  eTUifeliam 
nobis  datum,  et  legite  diliKeDtiilis  prophetaa,  et  invenietis  iini?en«ai  scti<»- 
neiu,  et  omncm  doctrinam  Domini  nostri  pnedicatam  in  ipaii* 


HOJLY  SCRIPTURES  TO  SALVATION.  895 

wan  qA^  of  the  most'  ancient  ^alli^s  of  the  church,  a 
Greek  by  birth,  by  dignity  and  employment  a  bishop  in 
Frai^eei  and  so  most  likely  to  know  the  sense  and  nile  of  the 
eastern  and  western  chuvches. 

Next  to  St.  IrensBttSf  we  have  the  doctnoe  of  St  Clemens 
of  Alexandria 'in  these  words:  ''He  hath  lost  the  being  a 
man  of  God,  and  of  being  faithful  to  the  Lord,  who  hath 
kicked  against  tradition  ecclesiastical,  and  hath  turned  to 
the  opimons-  of  human  heresies.''  What  is  this  tradition 
ecclesiastical ;  and  where  is  it  to  be  found  7  Th^t  follows, 
"  But  he,  who  returning  out  of  error,  obeys  the  Scriptures, 
and.  hath  permitted  his  life  to  truth,  he  is,  of  a  man,  in  a 
manner  made  a  god.  For  the  Lord  is  the  principle  of  our 
doctrioe,  who  by  the  prophets  and  the  Gospel,  and  the 
blessed  apostles,  at  sundry  times,  and  in  diyers  manners, 
leads  us  from  the  beginning  to  the  end.  He  that  is  faithful 
of  himself  is  worthy  pf  faith  in  the  voice  and  Scripture  of 
the  Lord,  which  is  usually  exercised  through  the  Lord  to 
the  benefit  of  men,  for  this  Scripture  we  use  for  the  finding 

out  of  things,  this  we  use  as  th^  rule  of  judging. *But  if  it 

be  not  enough  to  speak  oUr  opinions  absolutely,  but  that  we 
must  prove  what  we  say,  we  expect  no  testimony  that  is 
given  by  men,  but  by  the  voice  of  the  Lord  we  prove  the 
question;  and  this  is  more  worthy  of  belief  than  any  demon- 
stration; or  rather  it  is  the  only  demonstration,  by  which 
knowledge  they  who  have  tasted  of  the  Scriptures  alpne,.are 
faithful.''  Afterwards  he  tells  how  the  Scriptures  are  a 
perfect  demonstration  of  the  faith:  '' perfeqtly  demon- 
strating out  of  the  Scriptures  themselves,  concerning  them- 
selves, we  speak  or  persuade  demonstratively  of  the  faith. 
Although  even  they  that  go  after  heresies,  do  dare  to  use  the 
Scriptures  of  the  prophets.  But  first  they  use  not  all,  neither 
them  that  are  perfect,  nor  as  the  whole  body  and  conte:[^ture 
of  the  prophecy  does  dictate :  but  choosing  out  those  things 
whioh  are  spoken  ambiguously,  they  draw  them  to  their  own 
opinion/''*— Then  he  teUs  how  we  shall  best  use  and  under- 
stand the  Scriptures :  *^  Let  every  one  consider  what  is 
agreeable  to  the  Almighty  Lord  God,  and  what  becomes 
him,  and  in  that  let  him  confirm  every  thing  from  those 

^  SUom.  lib.  viU  p.  75r.  eilit.  Paris.  l6t% 
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things  which  are  demonstrated  from  tbe  Scriptures,  cot  of 
those  and  the  like  Scriptares." — And  he  adds,  that  **  it  is  the 
guise  of  heretics,  when  they  are  OTercome  by  showing  that 
they  oppose  Scriptures, — vet  still  they  choose  to  follow  that 
which  to  them  seems  evident,  rather  than  that  which  is 
spoken  of  the  Lord  by  the  prophets,  and  by  the  Oospd,  and 
what  is  proved  and  confirmed  by  the  testimony  *of  the  apos- 
tles*/'— and  at  last  concludes*,  ''they  became  impioios,  be- 
cause they  believe  not  the  Scriptures ;" — and  a  little  before 
this,  he  asks  the  heretics,  '^  Will  they  deny,  or  will  tb^y  graat 
there  is  any  demonstration  ?  I  suppose  they  will  all  grant 
there  is ;  except  those,  who  also  deny  that  there  are  senses. 
But  if  there  be  any  demonstration,  it  is  necessary  to  descend 
to  questions,  and  from  the  Scriptures' themselves,  to  learn 
demonstratively,  how  the  heresies  are  fallen;  and  on  the 
contrary,  how  the  most  perfect  knowledge  is  in  the  truth 
and  the  ancient  church." — But  again,  *' they  that  are  ready 
to  spend  their  time  in  the  best  things,  will  not  give  over 
seeking  for  truth,  until  they  have  found  the  demonstration 
from  the  Sc  iptures'  themselves." — And  after  this,  adds  his 
advice  to  Christians,  **  to  wax  old  in  the  Scriptures,  and 
thence  to  seek  for  demonstrations.** — ^These  things  he  spoke, 
not  only  by  way  of  caution  to  the  Christians,  but  also  of 
opposition  to  the  Gnostics,  who  were  very  busy  in  pretending 
ancient  traditions.  This  is  the  discourse  of  that  great  Chris- 
tian philosopher  St.  Clement;  from  which,  besides  the  direct 
testimony  given  to  the  fulness  and  sufiiciency  of  Scripture 
in  all  matters  of  faith,  or  questions  in  religion ;  we  find  him 
affirming  that  the  Scriptures  are  a  certain,  and  the  only 
demonstration  of  these  things ;  they  are  the  nfinifior,  '  the 
rule'  of  judging  the  controversies  of  fitith ;  that  the  tradition 
ecclesiastical,  that  is,  the  whole  doctrine  taught  by  the 
church  of  God,  and  preached  to  aH  men,  is  in  th#  Scripture; 
and  therefore  that  it  is  the  plenary  and  perfect  repository  of 
•tradition,  that  is,  of  the  doctrioe  delivered  by  Christ  and  his 
apostles :  and  they  who  believe  not  these,  are  impious.  And 
lest  any  man  should  say,  that, '  suppose  Scripture  do  contain 


<■  ie^CCf  }i«  T«  iLvtrrtTv  t«7(  yy^aTc*  page  755. 
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tdl  things  necessary  to  salvation^  yet  it  is  necessary  that 
tradition,  or  some  infalKble  churchy  do  expound  them,  and 
then  it  is  as  long  as  it  is  broad,  and  comes  to  the  same  issue ;' 
St.  Clement  tells  us  how  the  Scriptures  are  to  be  expounded ; 
saying,  that  *'  they  who  rely  npon  them,  must  expound  Scrip- 
tures by  Scriptures,  and  by  the  analogy  of  faith,  *  comparing 
sphritual  thinga  with  spiritual,'  one  place  with  another^  a 
part  with  the  whole,  and  all  by  the  proportion  to  the  Divine 
attributes/'  This  was  the  way  of  the  church  in  St.  Clements 
time ;  and  this  is  the  way  of  oar  churches.  But  let  us  see 
how  this  affiur  went  in  other  churches  and  times,  and  whether 
there  be  a  succession  and  an  untversality  of  this  doctrine  of 
the  sufficiency  of  Soriptuie  in  all  the  affiiirs  of  Ood. 

The  next  is  TertuUian*,  who  writing  against  Hermogenes 
that  affirmed  God  made  the  world  not  of  nothing,  but  of  I 
know  not  what  pre-existent  matter;  appeals  to  Scripture 
in  the  question,  whose  fulness  TertuUian  adores ;  **  Let  the 
shop  of  Hermogenes  show  that  this  thing  is  written.    If  it 
be  not  written,  let  him  fefu*  the  woe  pronounced  against  them 
tiiat  add  to  or  take  from  Scripture/'    Against  this  testimony 
it  is  objected,  that  '  here.TertuUian  speaks  bat  of  one  ques- 
tion:' So  Bellarmine^  answers:  and  from  him  £.  W.  and 
A.  L«    To  which  the  reply  is  easy:  for  when  TertuUian 
ehaHeoges  Hermogenes  to  show  his  proposition  in  Scripture, 
he  must  mean  that  the  fulness  of  the  Scripture  wg»  sufficient 
not  oidy  for  this,  but  for  all  questions  of  religion ; — or  else  it 
had  been  an  ill  way  of  arguing,  to  bring  a  negative  argument 
from  Scripture^  against  this  alone.   For  why  was  Hermogenes 
tied  to  prove  this  proposition  from  Scripture  more  than  any 
other?    Either  Scripture  was  the  rule  for  all,  or  not  for  that. 
For  suppose  the  heretic  had  said,  ^It  is  true,  it  is  not  in 
Scripture;  but  I  have  it  from  tradition,  or  it  was  taught  by 
my  forefathers:'  there  had  been  nothing. to  have  replied  to 
this  ;  bnit  that,  it  may  be,  he  had  no  tradition  for  it.    Now  if 
Hermogenes  bed  no  tradition,  then  indeed  he  was  tied  to 
show  JtittScriptuce;  but  then  TertuUian  should  have  said, 
let  Hermogenes  4how  where  it  is  written,  or  that  it  is  &trar- 
dition :  for  if  the  pretending  and  proving  tradition  (in  case 


»  Conlr.  ^^n.  c.  M. 

<^  De  verb.  Dei,  lib.  iv.  c.  11.  Sect  Profcrt  ondccimd. 
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these  were  any  such  pretence  in  this  question)  had  been'  a 
sufficient  answer ;  then  Tertullian  had  no  sufficient  argument 
against  Hermogenes  by  calling  for  authority  from  Scrip* 
ture:  but  he  should  have  said,  if  it  be  not  'scriptum'  or 
'  traditum'  '  written'  or '  delivered ;'  let  Hermogenes  fear  the 
woe  to  the  adders  or  detracters.    But  if  we  will  8iq>pose  Ter-« 
tnllian  spoke  wisely  and  sufficiently,  he  must  mean  that  the 
Scripture  must  be  the  rule  in  all  questions,  and  no  doctrine 
is  to  be  taught  that  is  not  taught  there.    But  to  put  this 
thing  past  dispute,  Tertullian  himself  extends  this  rule  to  an 
universal  comprehension;  and  by  this  instrument  declares^, 
that  heretics  are  to  be  confuted^ ''  Take  from  the  heretics 
that  which  they  have  in  common  with  the  heathens;  riu 
their  Ethnic  learning,  and  let  them  dispute  their  questions 
by  Scripture  alone,  and  they  can  never  stand."    By  which  it 
is  plain,  that  the  Scripture  is  sufficient  for  all  iSutb,  because 
it  is  sufficient  to  convince  all  heresies  and  deviations  from 
the  faith ;  for  which  very  reason  the  heretics  also,  as  be^  ob« 
serves,  attempted  to  prove  their  propositions  from  arguments 
from  Scripture;  for  indeed  there  was  no. other  way;  because 
the  articles  of  faith  are  to  be  proved  by  the  writings  of  iaith^ 
that  isy  the  Scripture;  that  was  the  rule :  how  contrary  this 
is  to  the  practice  and  doctrine  of  Rome  at  this  day,  we  easi^ 
find  by  their  doctors  charging  all  heresies  upon  the  Scrips 
tures,  as  occasioned  by  them ;  and  forbidding  the  people  to 
read  them  for  fear  of  corrupting  their  weak  heads ;  nay,  it 
hath  been  prohibited  to  certain  biphops  to  read  the  Scrip* 
tures  lest  they  become  heretics.    And  this  foUy  hath  pro4^ 
ceeded  so  far,  that  Erasmus^  tdk  us  of  a  Dominican,  who 
bdng  urged  in  a  scholastical  disputation  with  an.  argument 
from  S<mpture,  cried  out,  it  was  a  Lutheran  way  of  disputa- 
tion, and  protested  against,  tiie  answering  it :  which, .  besides 
that  it  is  more  than  a  vdiement  suspicion  that  these  men 
Qnd  the  Scriptures  not.  to  look  like  e  ftiend  to  their.  propo» 
sitions;  it  is  also  a  mantfest  procedure  contrary  to.  the 
wisdom,  religion,  and  economy,  of  the  prisutive  chincfa. 
The  next  I.  note  is  Origen' :  who  when  he  propounded  a 

k  De  Prescript.  «  In  Epist. 

*  Tract.  5.  in  Matt.  Terms  finem.  Vide  etiam  homil.  t5.  in  Matt. 
iMnil.  r.  in  Eiek.  homil.  4.  in  Jerem.  Qum  Iocm  eitat  BcUitinB.  abi  Mpra, 
Sect.  Secnndd  profert. 
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quesfion  concerning  the  angels  guardians  of  little  children^ 
viz.  ''When  the  angels  were  appointed  to  them?  at  their 
birUi,  or  at  their  baptism?"  He  adds,  **  You  see,  he  that  will 
discuss  both  of  them  warily,  it  is  his  part  to  produce  Scrip-* 
tore  for  testimony,  agreeing  to  one  of.  them  both.''  That 
was  the  way  of  the  doctors  then.  And  So^ipture  is  so  full 
and  perfect'  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  that  for  the  con- 
firmation of  our  discourses.  Scripture  is  to  be  brought,  saith 
Origen.  ''  We*  know  Jesus  Christ  is  Ood,  and  we  seek  to 
expound  the  words  which  lupe  spoken,  according  to  the  dig* 
nity  of  the  person*  Wherefore  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  caU 
the  Scriptures  into  testimony ;  for  our  meanings  and  enarra* 
tions,  without  these  witnesess,  have  no  belidT."  To  these 
words  Bellarmine  answers  most  childishly:  saying,  that 
*  Origen  speaks  of  the  hardest  questions,  such  as  for  the 
most  part  traditions  are  not  about/  But  it  is  evident  that 
therefore  Origen  requires  testimony  of  Scriptures,  not  be«> 
cau^e  of  the  difficulty  of  things  to  be  inquired;  but  because 
without  such  testimony  they  are  not  to  be  believed.  For  so 
are  his  very  words ;  and  therefore  whether  they,  be  easy  or 
hard,  if  they  be  not  in  Scripture,  the  questions  will  be  in-^ 
determinaUe*  That  ii^  the  sense .  of  Origen's  argument.  But 
more  plainly  yet^;  ''  After  these  things,  as  his  custom  is,  he 
will  affirm  (or  prove)  from  the  holy  Scriptures  what  he  had 
said;  and  also  gived  an  example  to  the  doctors  of  the  churchy 
thai  those  things  which  they  speak  to  the  people,  they  should 
prove  thein,  not  as  produced  by  their  own  sentences,  but 
defended  by  Divine  testimonies ;  for  if  he,  so  great,  and  such 
an  apostle,  believes  not  that  the  authority  of  his  saying  can 
be  sufficient,  unless  he  teaches  that  those  things  which  he 
says  are  written  in  the  law,  and  the .  prophets : — -how  much 
rather  ought  we  who  are  the  least,  observe  this  thing,  that 
we  do  not,  when  we  teach,  produce  our  own,  but  the  senr 
tences  of  the  Holy  Qhost?"  Add  to  this  what  he  says  in 
another  places  •  <'  As  oar  Saviour  imposed  silence  upon  the 
Sadducees  by  the  word  of  his  doctrine,  and  faithfully  convinced 

•  JcMMp  dtristun  Mimvfl  Deom :  qnttriant  verba  qim  dicta  tiuit,  jnxta 
penmom  cx|miimi«  difoltatetti.  QaaiiropUr  aaceite  oofcia  est  Scriptnras 
flHiclSt  ia  tjBttMBoohisi  vooare;  sansos  qoippa  ooatri,  et  cnanmtioiiei,  tine 
hia  te0tilNW»  non-habent  iidcin. 

^  In  Epbt.  ad  Rom.  Ub.  iii.  <  Tract.  tJ.  la  Matt. 
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that  false  opinion  which  they  thought  to  be  truth ;  so  also 
shall  the  followers  of  Christ  do^  by  thd  examples  of  Scripture^ 
by  which  according  to  sound  doctrine,  every  voice  of  Pha^ 
raoh  ought  to  be  silent." 

The  next  in  order  is  St.  Cyprian^;  who,  indeed,  speaka 
for  tradition:  not  meaning  the  'modus  tradendi/  bat  the 
*  doctrina  tradita  ;*  for  it  is  such  a  tradition  as  is  in  Scripture ; 
the  doctrine  deUvered  first  by  word  of  mouth,  and  then  con^ 
signed  in  Scripture :  ''  Let  nothing  be  innovated  but .  that  is 
delivered :  Whence  is  that  tradition  ?  whedier  descending 
from  the  Lord's,  and  from  the  evangelical  authority,,  or 
coming  from  the  commandments  and  epistles  of  the  apostles? 
For  that  those  things  are  to  be  done  which  are  written^  God 
witnesses,  and  propounds  to  Jesus  Nave,  saying,  the  book 
of  this  law  shall  not  depart  out  of  thy  mouth,  but  thou  shalt 
meditate  in  it  day  and  night,  that  thou  mayest  observe  to  do 
all  tilings  which  are  written.    Our  Lord  also  sending  his 
apostles,  commands  the  nations  to  be  bikptized  and  taught^ 
that  they  may  observe  all  things  whatsoever  he  hath  coBfr- 
nanded.    If  therefore  it  be  either  commanded  in  the  (jodpe!, 
or  in  the  epistles  of  the  apostles,  that  they  th&t  come  from 
any  heresy,  should  not  be  baptized,  but  that  hands  should  be 
imposed  upon  them  unto  repentance,  then  let  even  this  holy 
tradition  be  observed  •'*    This  doctrine  and  counsel  of  St.  Cy- 
prian, Bcllarmine'  says  was  one  of  the  errors  of  St.  Cyprian: 
but  St.  Austin  commends  it  as  the  best  way.    And  this  pro* 
cedure  is  also  the  same  that  the  church  in  the  desceDding 
ages  always  followed:  of  which  there  can  in  the  ilvorld  be 
no  plainer  testimony  given,  than  in  the  words  of  St.  Cyril  ci 
Jerusalem;  and  it  was  in  the  high  questiomi  of  the  h<dy 
and  mysterious  Trinity ;  concerning  which,  he  advises  them^ 
to  *'  retain  that  zeal  in  their  minds,  which  by  heads  and 
summaries  is  expounded  to  you,  but,  if  God  grant,  shall  ao^ 
cording  to  my  strength  be  demonstrated  to  you  by  Scrip* 
tare. — For  *  it  behoveth  us  not  to  deliver,  no  not  so  nmch  as 

^  Epiit.  ad  Pompcinm. 

I  Lib.  iv.  de  Bapt.  contr.  Donatiat.  c.  3.  ct  c.  5- 

k  GAtcrli.  4.  et  6.  et  1«.  et  16.  et  IS.  lUniniiist.  lift  vrmk  k^an^fm  iv(int- 
MyU«c  <rf^x'»  *^  H  f*^  *«  ^^  ^^  n'^fm*  .  C«todk.  4 /UmmmI.  • 

'  ^t  ykf  mt^ rm  biUm  uU  •TfW  vie  uimmt  /AWi^ffm*  fJMik  'ti  '^uxp  imk  ytk 
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the  leaat  thing  of  the  holy  mysteries  of  feith'  without  the  holy 
Scriptures*  Neither  give  credit  to  me  speaking,  unless  what 
is  spoken  be  demonstrated  by  the  holy  Scriptures.  For  that 
is  the  security  of  oar  faith,  not  which  is  from  our  inventions^ 
but  from  the  demonstration  of  the  holy  Scriptures." 

To  the  same  purpose  in  the  '  Dissuasive'  was  produced 
the  testimony  of  St.  Basil  *";  but  the  words  which  were 
not  there  set  down  at  large,  are  these :  *^  What  is.  proper 
for  the  faithftd  man?  That  with  a  certain  fulness  of  mind, 
he  believes  the  force  of  those  things  to  be  true,  which  are 
spoken  in  the  Scripture,  and  that  he  rejects  nothing,  and 
that  he  dares  not  to  decree  any  thing  that  is  new.  For 
^  whatsoever  is  not  of  feith,  is  sin ;  but  faith  is  by  hearing, 
and  hearing  by  the  word  of  God:'  without  doubt,  since 
whatsoever  is  without  the  Scripture,  is  not  of  fidth,  it  is  a 
sin^^.''  These  words  are  so  plain,  as  no  paraphrase  is  needful 
to  illustrnte  them :  to  which  may  be  added  those  fiercer  words 
of  the  same  saint*":  ''It  is  a  manifest  defection  from  the 
faith  and  a  conviction  of  pride^  either  to  reject  any'thing 
6f  what  is  written,  or  to  introduce  any  thing  that  is  not, 
since  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ  hath  said, '  My  sheep  hear  my 
voice ;'  and  a  little  before  he  said  the  same  thing :  'A  stranger 
they  mil  not  follow,  but  will  fly  from  him;  because  they 
know  not  the  voice  of  strangers.' "  By  which  words  St.  Basil 
plainly  declares,  that  the  whole  voice  and  words  of  Christ 
are  set  down  in  Scripture,  and  that*  all  things  else  is  the 
voice  of  strainers.  And  therefore  **  the  apostle  does  most 
vehemently  forbid,  by  an  example  taken  from  men,  lest  any 
thing  of  diose  which  are  in  Scripture  be  taken  away,  or 
(which  Ood  forbid)  any  thing  be  added."  To  these  words 
Bellarmine,  and  his  followers'  that  write  against  the  'Dis- 
suasive/ answer,  that  St  Basil  speaks  against  adding  to  the 
Scripture  things  contrary  to  it,  and  things  so  strange  from  it^ 

"  S.  Bsftil.  moral.  Reg.  8.  c*  iS.  edit  Paris.  1M7.  ex  officio^  Carol. 
Caillard. 

■  Vide  etiam  epist.  80.  Steroas  itaqae  arbitratoi  i  Deo  lospirataB  Scrip- 
tone.  —  Qo«atio  erat  an  dlceodnm  in  Deo  tres  hypottasct,  et  onam  natnnn ; 
apnd  Bellar.  de  verbo  Dei  non  tcripto,  lib.  !▼.  c.  11.  Sect.  Aliam  locrnn.— 
Vide  eciam  Reg.  7t.  c.  1.  com  titolo  pnefixo  capiti. 

*  Homil.  de  vera  fide,  ^n^  Iwtrrma^  via-rtmtf  «a2  v«if«if«i(«c  luiTtiysjU,  h 
JIdititv  T(  'tSv  yty^afAfthatff  h  lim^^yf iv  ti  rSt  /mi  yty^t^ftimt^  Sec. 

9  Letter  ia  tbe  Preface  S. 

VOL.  X.  .  D  D 
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«B  to  be  inFented  out  of  their  own  head :  and  that  he  alao 
•peakB  of  certain  particular  heresies.'    Which  endeavour  to 
escape  from  the  pressure  of  these  words,  is  therefore  very 
vain,  because  St.  Basil  was  not  then  disputing  against  any 
particular  heresies,  as  teaching  any  thing  against  Scripture, 
Or  of  their  own  head ;  but  he  was  about  to  describe  the  whole 
Christian  faith :  and  he  that  may  do  this  with  faithfulness 
and  simplicity,  and  without  reproof,  he  declares  he  will  do  it 
from  the  holy  Scriptures;  '  for  it  is  infidelity  and  pride  to 
do  otherwise ;'  and  therefore  what  is  not  in  the  Scriptures,  if 
it  be  added  to  the  faith,  it  is  contrary  to  it,  as  contrary  as 
'  unfaithfulness  or  infidelity :'  and  whatsoever  is  not  delivered 
by  the  Spirit  of  God,  is  an  invention  of  man,  if  offered  as  a 
part  of  the  Christian,  faith.    And,  therefore,  Bellarmioe  and 
bis  followers  make  here  a  distinction  where  jthere  is  no  dif-r 
ierence.    St.  Basil  here  declared,  that  **  as  formerly  he  had 
it  always  filed  in  his  mind  to  fly  every  voice,  nod  every 
sentence  which  is  a  stranger  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Lord,  so 
now  also  at  this  time%''  viz.  when  he  was  .to  set  down  the 
whole  Christian  faith.     Neither  can  there  be  hence  any 
escaping  by  saying',  that  ''nothing  indeed  is  to  be  added 
to  the  Scriptures ;  but  yet  to  the  faith  sc^nething  is  to  be 
leckoned,  which  is  not  in  Scripture.*'    For  although  the 
church  of  Rome  does  that  also,  putting  more  into  the  canon 
than  was  among  the  Jews  acknowledged,  or  by  the  primitive 
oharch  of  Christians;  yet  besides  this,  St.  Basfl  having 
iaid  %  **  Whatsoever  is  not  in  the  Scriptures,  is  not  of  fiuth, 
and  therefore  it  is  a  sin;"  he  saye  also,  by  certain  conse- 
qnence,  that  to  add  to  the.  Scriptures^  is  all  one  as  to  add 
to  the  faith.    And  therefore  he  exhorts  eten  the  novices  to 
study  the  Scriptnres :  for  to  bis  ninetynfifUi  question,  '*  Whe- 
ther it  be  fit  for  novices  presently  to  learn  the  things  of  the 
Scripture  1"  he  answers,  '*  It  is  right,  and  it  is  necessary^ 
that  those  things  which  appertain  to  use,  every  one  should 
learn  from  the  Scriptures,  both  for  the  replenishing  of  their 
mind  with  piety,  as  also  that  they  may  not  be  accustomed  to 
human  traditions  ^"    By  which  words  he  not  only  declares. 


4  Ibidem  ia  teqaestibof.  '  Troth  will  oot.  ■  Ubi  mpf^ 

>  In  ReguL  Bre?.  Reg.  95.  BZc  n  vXipftf^  ric  dtw«Ci(^  iw  Mc  tw  |m) 
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that  by  the  Scriptures  our  minds' are  abundantly  filled  witti 
piety;  but  that  human  traditions  (by  which  he  ifit^anS 
every  thing  that  is  not  cohtained  in  Scripture)  are  not  to  be 
received ;  but  ought  to  he,  and  are  best  of  all,  banished  froiA 
our  minds  by  entertaining  of  Scripture.  To  the  satne  pur- 
pose are  his  words  in  his  ethics, ''  Whatsoever  we  say  or  de 
ought  to  be  confirmed  by  the  testimony  of  Divinity  inspfred 
by  Scriptures,  both  for  the  full  persuasion  of  the  good,  and 
the  confusion  or  damnation  of  evil  things"/'  There  is  your 
rule  i  that  is  the  ground  of  all  true  faith. 

And,  therefore^  St.  Athanasius*,  speaking  concerning  the 

Nicene  council,  made  no  scruple  that  the  question  wai 

sufficiently  determined  concerning  the  proper  divinity  of 

the  Sdn  of  God,  because  it  was  determined,  and  the  fiiith 

was  expounded  according  to  the  Sdriptures;  and  affirms^ 

that  ^'the  faith  so  determined  was  sufficient  for  the  reproof 

of  all  impiety''  (meaning  in  the  article  of  Christ's  divinfty), 

**  and  for  the  establishment  of  the  orthodox  faith  in  Christ)^.'' 

Nay,  he  affirms  that  ''  the  catholic  Christians  will  neither 

speak,  nor  endure  to  hear  any  thing  it  Religion  that  -it  s 

stranger  to  Scriptnre ;  it  being  an  evil  heart  of  xnunode^  to 

speak  those  things  which  are  not  written*."    Which  wordtf 

I  the  rather  remark,  because  this  artide  of  the  constibstan^' 

tiality  of  Christ  with  the  Father,  is  brought  as  an  inAtsace 

(by  the  Romanists)  of  the  necessity  of  tradition,  to  maker 

up  the  insufficiency  of  Scripture.    But  not  in  this  only,'  bat 

lor  the  preaching  of  the  truth  indefinitely,  that  is,  the  whole 

truth  of  the  gospel,  he  affirms  the  Scriptiffesto  besuffibi^niv 

For  writing  to  Macarius,  a  priest  of  Alexandria,  he  tdls  him 

tiiat  the  knowledge  of  true  and  Divine  religion  and  ptetyiy 

does  Uot  much  need  the  ministry  of  man ;  and  ihat  he  might 

abundantly  draw  this  fortb  frotn  the  Divine  books  and  lett^f»V 

for  *^  truly  the  holy  and  drvinely-tnspired  Scriptures  ore  suffix- 

cient  for  the  preaching  of  th^  truth  ;f'  ^  ad  omnem  insiime- 

tionem  yeritatis ;"  so  the  Latin  transktitm ;  ^  fbr  tke  ^holo' 

ifistruction  of  truth }''  or ''  the  instruction  of  all  truth!"— 'But' 

because  Macarius  desired  rather  to  hear  others  teach  him' 


•  Moral.  Regal.  S6.  '  tipist.  sd  EpWtetom,  GoHntftiofiiln-ritHic, 
'  De  Incarnat.  *  Idem  Athanas.  ia  Eztibrt.  ad  Mbiuwfaos. 

*  Moral,  coiftra  Geotilek,  in  ioitio. 
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this  doctrine  and  trae  religion,  than  himself  to  draw  it  from 
Scripture.  St.  Athanashis  tells  him,  ''that  there  are  many 
written  monuments  of  the  holy  fiaitheni,  and  our  mastefB, 
which,  if  men  will  diligently  read  over,  he  shall  learn  the 
interpretation  of  Scriptures,  and  obtain  that  notion  of  truth 
which  he  desires  \"  Which  is  perfectly  the  same  advice 
which  the  church  of  England  commands  her  sons;  that 
they  shall  te^ch  nothing  but  what  the  fathers  and  doctors 
of  the  church  draw  forth  from  Scriptures. 

The  same  principal  doctrine  in  the  whole  is  taught  fre- 
quently by  St«  ChrysostomS  who  ''compares  the  Scriptures 
to  a  door»  which  is  shut  to  hinder  the  heretics  from  entering 
in,  and  introduce  ns  to  Ood,  and  to  the  knowledge  of  God." 
This  surely  is  sufficient ;  if  it  does  this,  it  does  all  that  we 
need ;  and  if  it  does  not,  St.  Chrysostom  was  greatly  deceived  ^ 
and  so.  are  we,  and  so  were  all  the  church  of  God  in  all  the 
first  aiges. .  But  he  is  constant  in  the  same  affirmative' :    ^  If 
there  be  need  to  learn,  or  to  be  ignorant,  thence  we  shall 
kaam  it ;  if  to  confute  or  argue  that  which  is  ftJse,  thence  we 
diall  draw  it :  if  to  be  corrected  or  chastised  to  exhortation ; 
if  any  thing  be  wanting  for  our  comfort,  and  that  we  ought 
to  have  it,  nevertheless  from  thence  (from  the  Scriptures)  we 
learn  it    'That  the  man  be  perfect  :*  therefore  without  it  he 
cannot  be  perfected.    Instead  of  me  (he  saith)  thou  hast 
the  Scriptures ;  if  thou  desirest  to  learn  any  thing,  hence 
thoa  mayesL    But  if  he  writes  these  things  to  Timothy,  who 
was  filled  with  the  Holy  Spirit,  how  much  more  must  we 
iUnk*  these  things  spoken  to  us  ?"    To  the  same  purpose  he 
discourses  largely  in  his  eighth  homily  on  the  epistle  to 
the. Hebrews,  which  is  here  too  long  to  transcribe.    **  Let 
no  man  look  for  anotiier  master.    Thou  hast  the  oracles  of 
God;  no  man  teaches  thee  Kke  to  them. -~ Because,  ever 
since  heresy. did  infest  those  churches,  there  can  be  no  proof 
of  true  Christianity,  nor  any  other  refuge  for  Christians,  who 
would  know,  the  truth  of  &ith,  but  that  of  the  divine  Scrip- 
ture :  but  now  by  no  means  is  it  known  by  them,  who  would 
know  which  is  the:  true  church  of  Christ,  but  only  by  the 

^  ColonU  ex  oflictn.  McleluorU  Not csiasu  ld4a.     ... 

«  Homfl.  5S.  in  J^haa. 

^  UmiU.  9.  in  S  Tiaotli. — Idem  in  pnl*  xcv*  veriiu  fiiien. 
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Scriptures*."  Bellarminey  veiy  learnedly,  says^,  that  these 
words  were  put  into  this  book  by  the  Arians ;  but  because 
he  ofiers  at  no  pretence  of  reason  for  any  siicb  interpolation, 
and  it  being  without  cause  to  suspect  it,  though  the  author 
of  it  had  been  an  Arian :  because  the  Arians  were  never 
noted  to  differ  from  the  church  in  the  point  of  the  Scripture's 
sufficiency;  I  look  upon  this  as  a  pitiful  shift  of: a  man  that 
resolved  to  say  any  thing  rather  than  confess  his  error.  And 
at  last  he  concludes  with  many  words  to  the  same  purpose. 
V  Our  Lord,  therefore/  knowing  what  confusion  of  things 
would  be  in  the  last  days,  therefore  commands  that  Christians, 
.  who,  in  Christianity,  would  receive  the  firmness  of  true  faith, 
should  fly  to  nothing  but  to  the  Scriptures;  otherwise,  if 
they  regard  other  things,  they  will  be  scandalized  and  perish, 
not  understanding  which  is  the  true  church,  and  by  this  shall 
fiedl  into  the  abomination  of  desolation,  which  stands  in  the 
holy  places  of  the  church.''— The  sum  is  this,  delivered  by 
the  same  authors,  **  Whatsoever  is  sought  for  unto  saltation, 
it  is  now  filled  full  in  the  Scriptures.  Therefore,  there  is 
in  this  feast,  nothing  less  than  what  is  necessary  to  the 
salvation  of  mankind."  Sixtus  Senensisy-r^  though  he  greatly 
approves  this  book,  and  brings  arguments  to  prove  it  to  be 
St.  Chrysostom's,  and  alleges  from  others,  that  it  hath 
been  for  many  ages  approved  by  the  commandment  of  the 
church,  which,  among  the  divine  laws,  reads  some  of  these 
homilies  as  of  St.  Chrysostom ;  and  that  it  is  cited  in  the 
ordinary  and  authentic  glosses,  in  the  catenas  upon  the 
gospels,  in  the  decrees  of  the  popes,  and  in  the  theological 
sums  of  great  divines ;— yet  he  would  have  it  purged  from 
these  words  here  quoted ;  as  also  from  many  others.  But 
when  they  cannot  show  by  any  probable  argument' that  any 
heretics  have  interpolated  these  words ;  and  that  these  are 
so  agreeing  to  other  words  of  St.  Chrysostom,  spoken  in  his 
unquestioned  works ;  he  shows  himself  and  his  party  greatly 
pinched,  and  for  no  other  reason  rejects  the  words,  but 
because  they  make  against  him ;  which  is  a  plain  telf-oon- 

•  Homil.  9.  In  Colon,  et  in  t  Tbes*.  iU— Homil.  49.  in  Matt,  sxlii. 
oper.  imperfect 

'  De  yerbo  Dei,  lib.  iv.  c.  11.  icct.  Sextd  profert 
f  Idem,  iiomil.  41. In  ^hitL 
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viction  and  self-condemnation.    Theophilas  Alexandrinus  is 
already^  quoted  in  these  words,  and  they  are  indeed  veiy 
severe ;  'Vlt  is  the  part  of  a  devilish  spirit  to  think  any  thing 
]>iTine  without  the -authority  of  the  holy  Scriptures."    Here 
£.  W.  and  A.  L.  say,  the  Dissuasive  left  out  some  words  of 
Theophilns.    It  is  true ;  but  so  did  a  good  friend  of  theirs 
hefore  me ;  lor  they  are  just  so  quoted  by  BellarmineS  who 
in' all  reason  would  have  put  them  in,  if  they  had  made 
way  for  any  answer  to  the  other  words.    The  words  are 
tiiese,  as  they  lie  entirely :    *^  Truly  I  cannot  know  with 
what  temerity  Origen,  speaking  so  many  things,  and  follow- 
ing his  own  error,  not  die  authority  of  Scriptures,  does 
dare  to  publish  such  things  which  will  be  hurtful." — And 
a  little  after  adds '^y  ''Sed  ignorans  quod  daemoniaci  spiritfis 
easet  instinctus,  sophismata  humanarum  mentinm  sequi,  et 
aliquid  extra  Scripturarum    autoritatem   putare  Divinum.** 
<' Sophisms  of  his  own  mind,  and  things  that  are  not  in 
Scriptures,"  are  explicative  one  of  another :  and  if  be  had 
not  meant  it  merely  diabolical  to  induce  any  thing  without 
the  authority  of  Scripture,  he  ought  to  kave  added  the 
other  part  of  the  rule,  and  have  called  it  devilish,  to  add 
any  thing  without  Scripture  or  tradition:  which,  because 
be  did  not,  we  suppose  he  had  no  cause  to  do ;  and  then, 
whatsoever  is  not  in  Scripture,  Theophilns  calls  the  sophism 
of  human  minds.     He  spake  it  indefinitely  and  universally; 
it  18  true,  it  is  instanced  in  a  particular  against  Origen', 
but  upon  that  occasion  he  gives  a  general  rule.    And,  there- 
fore, it  is  a  weak  subterfuge  of  Bellarmine,  to  say,  diat 
^  Theophilns    only  speaks   concerning    certain    apocryphal 
books,  which  some  would  esteem  Divine :'  but,  by  the  way 
I  know  not  how  well  Bellarmine  will  agree  with  my  adver- 
saries; for  one  or  two  of  them  say"^,  Theophilns  spake 
against  Origen,  for  broaching  fopperies  of  his  own;  and 
particularly,  that  Christ's  flesfar  was  consubstantial  with  the 
£rodhead :  and  if  they  say  true,  then  Bellarmine,  in  bis  want, 
invented  an  answer  of  his  own,  without  any  ground  of  truth. 


^  I>tn«Mixe  in  the  Preface. 

>  Lib.  ir.  de  Verbo  Dei,  cap.  11.  sect.  Profcrt  noiid  Theophilmii. 

k  la  censnris  snper  Maf  tb.  expotitoribas. 

I  Paidiat  1 1.  vide  etiam  Pascbal.  3.  »  A.  L.  and  £.  W.  page  4. 
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But  all  agree  in  this,  that  these  wotds  were  spoken  m  these 
cases  only  i  and,  it  is  foolish  (says  Bellarmine')  to  wrest 
that  which  is  spoken  of  one  thing,  to  another.  Bat  i  de&m 
that  it  may  be  observed,  that  to  the  testimony  of  TertuIIian^ 
it  is  answered,  *  He  speaks  but  of  one  particolar/ — To  that 
of  St.  Basil,  it  is  answered,  *  he  spake  but  against  a  few 
particular  heresies.'— And  to  one  of  the  testimonies  of  St. 
Athanteius,  it  is  answered,  *  He  spake  bnt  of  one  particular") 
▼iz.,  the  heresy  of  Samosatenas ;  and  to  this  of  Theopbiltis 
Aiexandrinus  it  is  just  so  answered;  he  spake,  likewise  'but 
of  this  particular/  viz.,  that  against  Origen :  and  to  that  df 
St.  Jerome  ^  in  Matth.  xxiii.,  he  only  spake  of  a  '  particular 
opinion/  pretended  out  of  some  apocryphal  book;  ^nd  t6 
another  of  St.  Austin p,  it  is  spoken  'but  of  a  particular 
matter/-— the  case  of  widowhood.  But  if  Hermogen^s,  tad 
Origen,  and  Samosatenus,  and  the  heretics  St.  Bflsil  speaks 
of^  and  they  in  St.  Jerome,  be  all  to  be  confute  by  Scripture^ 
and  by  nothing  else ;  nay,  are,  therefore,  rejected,  because 
they  are  not  in  Scripture;  if  all  these  fathers  confute  aH 
these  heresies  by  a  negative  argument  from  Scripture,  then 
the  rule  which  they  establish,  must  be  more  than  particuian 
It  is  fitted  to  all,  as  well  as  to  any :  for  all  particulars  make 
a  general.  This  way  they  may  answer  five  hundred  testi- 
monies ;  if  five  hundred  authors  should,  upon  so  many 
several  occasions,  speak  general  words.  But  in  the  world 
no  answer  could  be  weaker,  and  no  allusion  more  trifling 
and  less  plausible  couid  have  been  invented.  However^ 
these,  and  other  concurrent  testimonies,  will  put  this  question 
beyond  such  captious  answers. 

*'  St  Jerome  was  so  severe  in  this  article,  that  disputing^ 
what  Zachary  it  was,  who  was  slain  between  the  porch 
and  the  altar,  whether  it  was  the  last  but  one  of  the  small 
prophets,  or  the  father  of  the  Baptist ;  he  would  admit  neither,- 


"  Lib.  iv.  de  Verb.  Dei,  esp.  11.  •  Cited  in  the  next  page. 

'Ijib.  de  BpDo  Vidaitatia,  cap.  1. 

1  St  Jerome,  io  xxiii.  Matt. '  Hoc,  qnia  de  Scriptnris  noa  habet  aatoritatcsi,. 
fkdem  facilitate  eoDtemnitur  qni  probatnr.' — Et  in  epist.  ad  Titnm.  *  Sine 
antoritate  Scripturaram  garrnlitai  non  habet  fidem,  nisi  viderentar  perver* 
nam  doctrinam  etian  Diviait  tettioioaiis  roborare.'  Sic  eitaiitor  verba  apnd 
BellanD^  q«i,  seqna^ia  Kfawitittiv  in  qbjeotkmibB^,  renpensionem  de  bcnf 
eiae  paravit  Non  curavit,  lamen,  nee  metait  ne  non  recte  citaientttr  v^ba,. 
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because  it  was  not  in  the  Scripturea,  in  these  words,  ''Thia^ 
because  it  hath  not  authority  from  Scripture,  is  with  the 
same  easiness  despised  as  it  is  approved." — And  ''they  that 
prattle  without  the  authority  of  Scriptures,  have  no  faith, 
.or  trust  ;'^  that  is,  none  would  believe  them,  **  unless  they 
did  seem  to  strengthen  their  perverse  doctrine  with  Divine 
testimonies."  But  most  pertinent  and  material  to  the  whole 
inquiry  are  these  words '\  "  Those  things  which  they  make 
and  find,  as  it  were,  by  apostolical  tradition,  without  the 
aufhority  and  testimonies  of  Scripture,  the  word  of  God 
smites/'  By  which  words  it  appears,  that  in  St.  Jerome's 
time  it  was  usual  to  pretend  traditions  apostolical:  and 
yet  that  all  which  was  then,  so  early,  called  so,  was  not  so ; 
and,  therefore,  all  pretences  still  as  they  are  later,  are  the 
worse:  and  that  the  way  to  try  those  pretences,  was  the 
authority  and  testimony  of  Scriptures  ;  without  which  testi- 
mony they  were  to  be  rejected,  and  God  would  punish  theoK 
And,  disputing  against  Helvidius,  in  defence  of  the  perpetual 
virginity  of  the  blessed  Virgin :  "  But  as  we  deny  not  those 
things  which  are  written ;  so,  we  refuse  those  thii^  which 
are  not  written :  we  believ^  our  Lord  to  be  bom  of  a  virgin, 
because  we  read  it.  We  believe  not  Maiy  was  married 
after  her  delivery,  because  we  read  it  not.''  And,  therefore, 
this  very  point  the  fathers  endeavour  to  prove  by  Scripture* ; 
particularly,  St.  Epiphanius,  St.  Ambrose,  and  St.  Austin; 
though  St.  Basil  believed  it  not  to  be  a  point  of  faith ;  and 
when  he  offered  to  prove  it  by  a  tradition,  concenung  the 
slaying  of  Zachary  upon  that  account,  St.  Jerome  rejects 
the  tradition  as  trifling,  as  before  I  have  cited  him.  And, 
therefore,  St.  John  Damascen'  going  upon  the  same  principle, 
says,/'  We  look  for  nothing  beyond  Uiese  things,  which  are 
delivered  by  the  law  and  the  prophets,  the  apostles  and 
evangelists." 


''la  c.   1.  Agg»i..Scd  et^alia,  que  absque  autoritate  et  tettimoniis 
iranuB,  qnau  timditioiie  apottolicft,  tpoote  reperiant  atqne  cootiai^aiit, 
pcreotit  gladiot  Dei. 
•   •  Ambr.  torn.  2.  Ep.  9.  Epipban.  beret*  78.  Angnst.  de  bRKs.  84.  St. 
BatiU  de  haiun.  geo.  Cbriiti,  Honil.  t5. 

*  Lib.  i.  de  Oitbod.  Fide,  cap.  1 .  virm  t^^  ir«faliKfbiiM  IpTv  li^  vt  w^»  *^ 
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And,  after  idl  ibis,  St.  Austin",  vfho  is  not  the  least 
amongst  the  greatest  doctors  of  the  church,  is  very  clear  in 
this  particular:*  ''If  any  one,  concerning  Christ,  or  his 
diurchy  or  concerning  any  other  thing  which  belongs,  to 
faith,  or  our  life ;  I  will  not  say,  if  we,  but  (what  St.  Paul 
hath  added)  if  an  angel  from  heaven  shall  preach  unto  you» 
'  praeter  quam  in  Scripturis  legabbus  et  evangelicis  accepistis,' 
*  beside  what  ye  have  received  in  the  legal  and  evangelical 
Scriptures/  let  him  be  accursed."  The  words  Bellarmine 
quotes,  and  for  an  answer  to  them,  says,  that  '  prepiter'  must 
signify  '  contra;'  '  besides,'  that  is, '  against:'  and  the  same 
is  made  use  of  by  Hart,  the  Jesuit,  in  his  Conference,  and  by 
the  Louvain  doctors.  But  if  this  answer  may  serve ;  "  Non 
babebis  Deos  alienos  praeter  me/'  may  signify  ^'  contra  me ;" 
and  then  a  man  may,  for  all  this  commandment,  say,  there 
are  two  gods,  so  one  be  not  contrary  to  the  other;  and  the 
apostle  may  glory  in  any  thing  eke  in  that  sense,  in  which 
he  glories  in  the  cross  of  Christy  so  that  thing-  be  not  con- 
trary to  Christ's  cross.  But  St.  Austin  was  a  better  gram- 
marian than  to  speak  so  improperly.  '  Praeter'  and  '  prceter- 
quam'  are  all  one ;  as  I  am  covetous  of  nothing  "  preeter 
laudem,  vel  pralerquam  laudis:  nuUi  places  preeterquam 
mihi ;  vel,  proBter  me."  And,  indeed,  '  preeterquam,  eandem 
au|  prope  parem  vim  obtinet,  quam  nisi,"  said  Laurentius 
Valla  3^:  but  to  make  '  prsterquam'  to  signify  '  contra 
quam/  is  a  violence  to  be  allowed  by  no  master  of  the  Latin 
tongue ;  which,  all  the  world  knows,  St.  Austin  was.  And  if 
we  inquire  what  signification  it  hath  in  law,  we  find  it  signi- 
fies variously  indeed,  but  never  to  any  such  purpose  ■• 
When  we  speak  of  things  whose  nature  is  wholly  separate, 
then  it  signifies  inclusively :  as,  I  give  all  my  vines, '  preeter 
doinum/  '  besides  my  house ;'  there  the  house  is  supposed 
also  to  be  given.  .  But  if  we  speak  of  things  which  are  sub- 
ordinate and  included  in  the  general,  then  '  preeter'  signifies 
exclusively :  as,  I  give  unto  thee  all  my  books  '  prmter  Au- 
gustiuum  de  Civitate.Dei,' '  besides  or  except  St.  Austin  of 
the  City  of  God :'  there  St.  Austin's  book  is  not  given  :  and 
the  reason  of  this  is,  because  the  last  word^  in  this  case 

■  Cont.  Lit.  Petiliani.  lib.  iK.  c  6. 

*  Abtit  mihi  gloriari  pnBUr4|i»in  in  crnce  Jetn  Chriiti. 

f  £l«gant  li|i.  iii.  c.  54.  ■  In  Vocabular.  atrii»f]iie  Juris. 
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would  opeiate  nothing,  aniess  they  were  exclusiTe ;  and  if  in 
the  first  they  were  exclusive,  they  were  not  sense,  fiut  that 
*  prsBterquam'  should  mean  only  what  is  '  contrary/  is  a 
novelty  taken  up  without  reason,  but  not  without  great  need: 
Bat»  however,  that  St.  Austin  did  not  mean  only  to  reprove 
them  that  introduced  iuto  faith  and  manners,  such  things 
which  were  against  Scripture ;  but  such  which  were  besides 
it,  and  whatsoever  was  not  in  it,  is  plain  by  an  established 
doctrine  of  his  \  affirming  that  *'  all  things  which  appertain 
to  life  and  doctrine,  are  found  in  those  things  which  are 
plainly  set  down  in  the  Scriptures/'  And  if  this  be  true,  as 
St.  Austin  supposed  it  to  be,  then  whoever  adds  to  this  any 
thing  of  faith  and  manners,  though  it  be  not  contrary,  yet  if 
it  be  not  here,  ought  to  be  an  anathema,  because  of  his  own 
he  adds  to  that  rule  of  faith  and  manners,  which  God,  who 
only  could  do  it,  hath  made.  To  this  Beliarmine  answers  \ 
that '  St.  Austin  speaks  only  of  the  creed  and  the  ten  com- 
mandments :  such  things  which  are  simply  necessary  to  all/ 
He  might  have  added,  that  he  speaks  of  the  Lord's  prayer 
too,  and  all  the  other  precepts  of  the  Gospel,  and  paiticulariy 
the  eight  beatitudes,  and  the  sacraments.  And  what  of  the 
infallibility  of  the  Roman  church  ?  Is  the  belief  of  that 
necessary  to  all?  But  that  Js  neither  in  the  creed  nor  the 
ten  commandments.  And  what  of  the  five  precepts  of  the 
church  ?  are  they  plainly  in  the  Scripture  ?  And  afler  all 
this,  and  much  more,  if  all  that  belongs  to  faith  and  good 
life  be  in  the  plain  places  of  Scripture,  then  there  is  enough 
to  make  us  *^  wise  unto  salvation.**  And  he  is  a  very  wise 
and  learned  man  that  is  so.  For  as  by  *  ftdtb,'  St.  Austin 
understands  the  whole  Christian  faith ;  so,  by  '  mores  vivendi/ 
he  understands  hope  and  charity,  as  himself,  in  the  very 
place,  expresses  himself.  And  beyond  faith,  hope,  and  charity, 
and  all  things  that  integrate  them,  what  a  Christian  need 
to  know,  I  have  not  learned :  but  if  he  would  learn  more  ye^ 
there  are,  in  places  less  plain,  things  enough  to  make  us 
learned  unto  curiosity.    Briefly,  by  St.  Austin^  dootrine,  the 

a  S.  August.  Tocat  Scriptaras  sarras  DivioMn  ttatenun.  lib.  iL  eostf. 
Donat.  c.  14.  Lib.  ii.  de  Doctr.  Chrisit.  e.  9.  vide  enndem  lib.  i.  c.  nlL  de 
CoDsciMO  Evangelistarum.  "  Qiiicquid  Scnrator  de  uiu  faetit  et  dietif  not 
legcre  voltiit,  hoc  srribendnm  iUis,  tanqaasi  mU  manibas,  impenurit.*' 

^  De  Verbo  Dei  non  scripio,  lib.  iv.  c.  II. 
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Scripture  bath  enough  for  every  one,  and  in  all  cases  of 
necessary  religion,  and  much  more  than  what  is  necessary ; 
nay,  there  is  nothing  besides  it  that  can  come  into  our  rule. 
''  The  Scripture  is  the  consummation  or  utmost  bounded  rule 
of  our  doctrine,  that  we  may  not  dare  to  be  wiser  than  we 
ought  ^/'  And  that  not  only  in  the  question  of  widowhood, 
but  **  in  all  questions  which  belong  unto  life  and  manners  of 
living ;"  as  himself,  in  the  same  place,  declares.  And  it  is 
not  only  for  laics  and  vulgar  persons,  but  for  all  men ;  and 
not  only  ibr  what  is  merely  necessary,  \m\  to  make  us  wise, 
to  make  us  perfect,  saith  the  apostle'.  "  And  how  can  this 
man  say,  that  the  Scriptures  make  a  man  perfect  in  justice  T 
And  he  that  is  perfect  in  justice,  needs  no  more  revelation:" — 
which  words  are  well  enlarged  by  St.  Cyril: :  '^  The  Divine 
Scripture  is  sufiScient  to  make  them  who  are  educated  in  it, 
wise  and  most  approved,  and  having  a  most  sufficient  under* 
standing:  and  to  this  we  need  not  any  foreign  teachers ^.'^ 
But  lastly,  if  in  the  plain  words  of  Scripture  be  contained  all 
that  is  simply  necessary  to  all,  then  it  is  clear,  by  Bellarr 
mine's  confession,  that  St.  Austin  affirmed,  that  the  plain 
places  of  Scripture  are  sufficient  to  all  laics  and  all  idiots,  or 
private  persons :  and  then,  as  it  is  very  ill  done  to  keep  them 
from  the  knowledge  and  use  of  the  Scriptures,  which  contain 
all  their  duty,  both  of  faith  and  good  life,  so  it  is  very  unr 
necessary  to  trouble  them  with  any  thing  else,  there  being  in 
the  world  no  such  treasure  and  repository  of  faith  and 
manners,  and  that  so  plain,  that  it  was  intended  for  all  men, 
and  for  all  such  men  is  sufficient.  "  Read  the  holy  Scrip- 
tures, wherein  you  shall  find  some  things  to  be  holden,  and 
some  to  be  avoided  ^"  This  was  spoken  to  the  monks  and 
brethren  in  the  desert,  and  to  them  that  were  to  be  guides  of 
others,  and  the  pastors  of  the  reasonable  flock ;  and  in  that 
whole  sermon  he  enumerates  the  admirable  advantages, 
fulness,  and  perfection  of  the  holy  Scriptures,  out  of  which 
themselves  are  to  be  taught,  and  by  the  fulness  of  which 
they  are  to  teach  others  in  all  things.    I  shall  not  be  trouble^ 

«  Lib.  de  Bono  Vidnitat.  c.  i. 

'  2  Tim.  ill.   Salmeron  in  banc  locum,  torn.  xv.  p.  6107,  Vide  plnra  npnd 
eondem,  p.  ei06» 

«  Cyril.  Alex.  Kb.  vii.  contr.  JiiUaii. 
ti.  Augoat.  ser.  38.  ad  fratrca  in  eremo. 
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Bome  by  adding  those  many  clear  testimonies  from  other  of 
the  fathers.  Bat  I  cannot  omit  that  of  Anastasi us  of  Anti- 
och :  "  It  is  manifest,  that  these  things  are  not  to  be  inquired 
into,  which  the  Scripture  hath  passed  over  in  silence.  For 
the  Holy  Spirit  hath  dispensed  and  administered  to  us  all 
things  which  conduce  to  our  profit  >."  **  If  the  Scriptures  be 
silent,  who  will  speak?"  said  St.  Prosper^. — **  What  things 
we  are  ignorant  of,  from  them  we  learn/'  said  Theodoret.'-^ 
**  And  there  is  nothing  which  the  Scriptures  deny  to  dis^ 
solve/'  said  Theophylact*^. —  And  tlie  former  of  these  brings 
in  the  Christian  saying  to  Eranistes ',  ^'  Tell  not  me  of  your 
logisms  and  syllogisms ;  I  rely  upon  Scripture  ouly." —  But 
Rupertus  Tuitiensis^s"*  words  are  a  fit  conclusion  to  this  heap 
of  testimonies :  '*  Whatsoever  is  of  the  word  of  God,  what- 
soever ought  to  be  known  and  preached  of  the  incarnation, 
of  the  true  Divinity  and  humanity  of  tlie  Son  of  God,  is  so 
contained  in  the  two  Testaments,  that  besides  these,  there  is 
nothing  ought  ta  be  declared  or  believed.  The  whole 
celestial  oracle  is  comprehended  in  these ;  which  we  ou^t 
so  firmly  to  know,  that  besides  these,  it  is  not  lawful  to  hear 
either  man  or  angel."  And  all  these  are  nothing  else,  but  a 
full  subscription  to,  and  an  excellent  commentary  upon, 
those  words  of  St.  Paul,  *^  Let  no  man  pretend  to  be  wise 
above  what  is  written." 

By  the  concourse  of  these  testimonies  of  so  many  learned, 
orthodox,  and  ancient  fathers,  we  are  abundantly  confirmed 
in  that  rule  and  principle  upon  which  the  whole  protestant 
and  Christian  religion  is  established.  From  hence  we  learn 
all  things,  and  by  these  we  prove  all  things,  and  by  these  we 
confute  heresies,  and  prove  every  article  of  our  faith;  ao* 
cording  to  this  we  live,  and  on  these  we  ground  our  hope ; 
and  whatsof  ver  is  not  in  these,  we  reject  from  our  canon. 
And,  indeed,  that  the  canonical  Scriptures  should  be  our 
only  and  entire  rule,  we  are  sufficiently  convinced  by  the 
title  which  the  catholic  church  gives,  and  always  hath  given 
to  the  holy  Scriptures ;  for  it  is  Ka»m ;  the  'rule  *  of  Christians 
for  their  whole  religion:  the  word  itself  ends  this  inquiry; 

t  Anagogicc  Contempt,  in  Hexameron,  lib.  viii. 
i>  De  Vocat.  Gentinm  in  torn.  ii.  Upernro  S.  Ambros.  lib.  ii.  c.  5. 
*  In  torn.  it.  S.  in  illud.    Ad  docendNm.  ^  Ibidem. 

1  Dial.  1.  "■  Comment,  iu  lib.  Regusi,  lib.  iit.  e.  IS. 
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for  it  cannot  be  a  canon,  if  any  thing  bj?  put  to  it  or  taken 
from  it,  said  St.  Basil ",  St.  Chrysostom  **,  and  Variiius  >*. 

I  hope  I  have  competently  proved  the  tradition  I  under- 
took ;  and  by  it,  that  the  holy  Scriptores  contidn  all  things 
that  are  necessary  to  salvation.  The  sum  is  this,  If  tradition 
be  not  regardable,  then  the  Scriptures  alone  are ;  but  if  it  be 
regarded,  dien  here  is  a  full  tradition,  that  the  Scriptures 
are  a  perfect  rule ;  for  that  the  Scriptures  are  the  Vford  of 
God,  and  contain  in  them  all  the  word  of  God  (in  which  we 
are  concerned),  is  delivered  by  a  full  consent  of  all  these, 
and  many  other  fathers,  and  no  one  father  denies  it ;-  which 
consent,  therefore,  is  so  great,  that  if  it  may  not  prevail,  the 
topic  of  tradition  will  be  of  no  use  at  all  to  them,  who  would 
fain  adopt  it  into  a  part  of  the  canon.  But  this  I  shall  con*> 
sider  more  particularly. 

Only  one  thing  more  I  am  to  add,  concerning  the  inter- 
pretation and  finding  out  the  sense  and  meaning  of  the 
Scriptures.  For  though  the  Scriptures  be  allowed  to  be  a 
sufficient  repository  of  all  that  is  necessary  to  salvation,  yet 
we  may  mistake  our  way,  if  we  have  not  some  infallible 
judge  of  their  sense. 

To  him,  therefore,  that  shall  ask,  how  we  shall  interpret 
and  understand  the  Scriptures,  I  shall  give  that  answer 
which  I  have  learned  from,  those  fathers,  whose  testimony 
I  have  alleged/  to  prove  the  fulness  and  sufficiency  of  Scrip- 
ture. .  For  if  they  were  never  so  full,  yet  if  it  be  '  fons  sigda- 
tus/  and  the  waters  of  salvation  do  not  issue  forth,  to  refresh 
the  souls  of  the  weary,  full  they  may  be  in  themselves,  but 
they  are  not  sufficient  for  us,  nor  for  the  work  of  God,  in  the 
salvation  of  man.  But  that  it  may  appear  that  the  Scriptures 
are  indeed  vrritten  by  the  band  of  God,  aind,  therefore,  no 
way  deficient  from  the  end  of  their  design,  God  hath  made 
them  plain .  and  easy  to  all  people  that  are  willing  and 
obedient. 

So  St.  Cyril  "> :  '^  Nihil  in  Scripturis  difficile  est  iis  qui  in 


■'  CoDtr.  Encitin.  lib.  i. 

*  'O  Mmin  aurt  flr^dirnr,  ovrt  Jt^aiffa-a  M^^rru,  liri!  re  juvfSm  %Tnu  iir^Xun.-— 
S.Chrymei.  Horn.  19.    In  Philip,  iii.    Idem  dixit  Tiieopliyl. 


1  Cotitr.  Jolimn.  lib.  ix. 
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illis  vers^Atar  nt  decet.''    It  is  oar  own  fault,  our  prejadic6, 
our  foolish  expectations,  our  carnal  fancies^  our  interests 
and  partialities,  make  the  Scriptures  difficult.    The  apostles 
did  not,  would  not,  could  not,  understand  their  Master  and 
Lord,  when  he  told  them  of  his  being  put  to  death ;  they 
looked  for  some  other  thing:  and  by  that  measure  they 
would  understand  what  was  spoken,  and  by  nothing  else. 
''  But  to  them  that  are  conversant  in  Scriptures  as  they 
ought,  nothing  is  difficult ;"  so  St.  Cyril ' :  that  is,  nothing 
that  is  necessary  for  them  to  know ;  nothing  that  ia  neces- 
sary to  make  us  wise  unto  salvation,  which  is  the  great  end 
of  man.     To  this  purpose  are  the  words  of  St.  Austin ; 
''  Inclinavit  Deus  Scriptures  ad  infantium  et  lactentium  ca* 
pacitatem :"  "  God  hath  made  the  Scriptures  to  stoop  to  the 
capacity  of  babes  and  sucklings,'^  that  so  out  of  their  mouths 
he  may  perfect  praise.    And  St.  Chrysostom  says',  that  the 
Scriptures  are  "  faciles  ad  intelligendum,  et  prorsus  expositffi," 
'^  they  are  expounded  and  easy  to  be  understood,"  to  the 
servant  and  the  countryman,  to  the  widow  and  the  boy,  and 
to  him  that' is  very  unskilful. — ''  Omnia  clara  sunt  et  plana 
in  Divinis  literis  :**  **  all  things  are  clear  and  plain  in  the 
Divine  writings ;"  *  all  things,'  that  is,  saith  St.  Chrysostom, 
'^  Omnia  necessaria  aperta  sunt  et  manifesta ;"  **  all  that  ia 
necessary,  is  open  and  manifest'.'' 

2.  The  fathers  say,  that  in  such  things  (viz.  in  which  our 
salvation  is  concerned)  the  Scriptures  need  no  interpreter; 
but  a  man  may  find  them  out  himself,  by  himself.  *^  Apostoli 
verb  et  propbetss  omnia  contrik  fecerunt  manifesta,  daraque ; 
qu®  prodiderunt,  exposuerunt  nobis,  velnti  communes  orbia 
doctores,  ut  per  se  quisque  discere  poasit  ea,  quss  dicontar^ 
ex  sol&  lectione;"  so  St.  Chrysostom** :  and,  therefore,, saith 
he,  ''  What  need  is  there  of  a  preacher?  All  things  are 
clear  and  plain  out  of  tbe  Divine  Scriptures.  But  ye  seek 
for  preachers,  because  you  are  nice  and  delicate,  and  love  to 
have  your  ears  pleased." — To  the  same  purpose  are  those 
words  of  St.  Cyril  of  Alexandria  '.  **  The  Divine  Scripture  is 
sufficient  to  make  them  who  are  educated  in  it,  wise  and 
most  approved,  and  having  a  niost  sufficient  understanding. 


'  In  Psal.  viii.         >  Homil.  prima  id  Blatt.         *  Homil.  S.  in  4 

"  Homil.  3.  de  Laauro,  et  liomil.  3.  in  x  Tbett.     '  Contr.  Jnliui.  lib.  vti. 
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Arid  to  this  we  need  not  any  foreign  teachers."  There  U  no 
qneation  but  there  are  many  places  in  the  Divine  Scriptures, 
mysterioud,  intricate,  and  secret;  but  these  are  for  the 
learned,  not  the  ignorant;  for  the  curious  and  inquisitiTe, 
not  for  the  busied,  and  employed,  and  simple :  they  are  not 
the  repositories  of  salvation ;  but  instances  of  labouTi  and 
occasions  of  humility,  and  arguments  of  forbearance  and 
mutual  toleration,  and  an  endearment  of  reverence  and  adora- 
tion. But  all  that  by  which  God  brings  us  to  himself,  is 
plain  and  easy.  In  St.  Paul's  epistles,  St.  Peter  said,  there 
were  some  things  hard  to  be  understood ;  but  they  were  but 
*  qusedam,'  '  some  things ;'  there  are  enough  besides  which 
are  very  plain  and  easy,  and  sufficient  for  the  instruction  and 
the  perfecting  the  man  of  God.  St.  Peter  is,  indeed,  sup- 
posed to  say,  that  in  ^t  Paul's  epistles  '  some  things  were 
bard;'  yet  if  we  observe  it  rightly,  he  does  not  relate  to  St» 
Paul's  writings,  and  way  of  expressing  himself,  but  h  oU 
^  in  which,"  relates  to  the  mysterious  matters  contained  in 
St.  Paul's  epistles,  of  which  St.  Peter  also  there  treats  y : 
the  mysteries  were  so  deep  and  sublime,  so  far  removed  from 
sense  and  human  experience,  that  it  is  very  hard  for  us,  poor 
ignorants,  to  understand  them  without  difficulty,  and  con- 
etancy  of  labour  and  observation.  But  then,  when  such 
mysterious  points  occur,  let  us  be  wary  and  wise,  not  hasty 
and  decretory,  but  fearful  and  humble,  modest  and  inquisi- 
tive. St  Paul  expressed  those  deep  mysteries  of  the  coming 
of  Christ  to  judgment^  and  the  conflagration  of  the  world,  as 
plainly  as  the  things  would  easily  bear ;  and,  therefore,  the 
difficulty  was,  not  in  the  style,  but  in  the  subject  matter ; 
nor  there,  indeed,  as  they  are  in  themselves,  so  much  as  by 
the  ignorance  and  instability,  or  unsettledness,  of  foolish 
people :  and  although  when  things  are  easy  there  needs  no 
interpreter,  but  the  very  reading  and  observing;  and  humility 
and  diligence,  simplicity  and  holiness,  are  the  best  expositors 
in  the. world;  yet  when  any  such  difficulty  does  occur,  we 
have  a  guide  sufficient  to  carry  us  as  far  as  we  need  or  ought 
to  go.    Therefore, 

3.  The  way  of  the  ancient  and  primitive  church  was  to 
expound  the  Scriptures  by  the  Scriptures.    So  St.  Clemens 

y  2  Pet.  lit.  16. 
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of  Alexandria' :  *'  Perfectly  demonstrating  out  of  the  Scri(>' 
tures  themselves  concerning  themselves :  fftCaiouv  htarrw  rih 
JnrdfiumffMimf  xara  ra^  yfoipa;  1$  cunwf  irika  rSv  ofMuv  yfapSv. 
''  Confirming  every  thing  from  those  things  which  are  de- 
monstrated from  the  Scriptures,  out  of  those,  and  the  like 
Scriptures."  To  the  same  purpose  are  the  words  of  St. 
Athanasius :  "  The  knowledge  of  true  and  Divine  religion 
and  piety  does  not  much  need  the  ministry  of  man,  and  he 
might  abundantly  draw  this  forth  from  the  Divine  books  and 
letters  ^*'  St,  Paul's  way  of  teaching  us  to  expound  Scrip- 
ture is,  that  he  that  prophesies,  should  do  it.  Mar  cacauayw 
ff-iWcM^,  '  according  to  the  analogy  of  faith ;'  the  fundamental' 
proportions  of  faith  are  the  measures  by  which  we  are  to 
exact  the  sense  and  meaning  of  points  more  difficult  and  less 
necessary.  This  way  St*  Clement  »>  urges  in  other  expres- 
sions. '*  Truth  is  not  found  in  the  translation  of  significa- 
tions, for  so  they  might  overthrow  all  true  doctrine :  o^x*  h 
rS  iioaitti^a^eUf  ri  r£  Kupiu,  uai  rS  vayroxforogi  SiS  rsTMmg 
otHiXov  re  urn  irpivor  but  in  this,  that  every  one  consider  what 
is  perfectly  agreeable  to  our  Lord  the  almighty  Ood»  and 
what  is  decent  or  fit  to  be  said  of  him." — If  we  follow  this 
way  close,  our  interpretations  of  Scripture  can  never  be 
impious*  and  can  never  lead  into  dangerous  error. 

4.  In  pursuance  of  this,  the  ancient  fathers  took  this  way, 
and  taught  us  to  do  so  too ;  to  expound  difficult  places  by 
the  plain.  So  St.  Austin ' : ''  Maguificfe  et  salubriter  Spiritns 
Sanctus,"  8cc.  **  The  Holy  Spirit  hath  magnificently  and 
wholesomely  qualified  the  Holy  Scriptures,  that  in  the  more 
open  (or  plainer)  places,  provision  is  made  for  our  hunger; 
(viz.  for  our  need)  and  in  the  obscure  there  is  nothing 
tedious  (or  loathsome) :  nihil  enim  fer^  de  illis  obscuritatibus 
emit,  quod  non  planissim^  dictum  alibi  reperiatur.  For  there 
is  scarce  any  thing  drawn  from  those  obscure  places,  but  the 
same,  in  other  places,  may  be  found  spoken  most  plainly.*' 
Bellarmine'  observes,  that  St.  Austin  uses  the  word  *  fer^,' 
*  almost ;'  meaning,  that  though,  by  plainer  places,  most  of 
the  obscure  places  may  be  cleared ;  yet  not  all.'  And  truly 
it  is  very  probable,  that  St.  Austin  did  mean  so.    But  then 

*  Stromat.  lib.  tH.  p.  757,  et  758.  •  Cootr.  Gentil.  in  Initio. 

^  Ubi  sapra,  p.  758.  <=  De  Doctr.  Chrial.  Ub.  ii.  c.  6. 

^  De  Vcrbo  Dei,  lib'  iii.  c.  S.  sect.  Reepoodeo  imprimli. 
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if  there  be  any  obscure  places,  that  caimot  be  so  enlightened, 
what  is  to  be  done  with  them  ?  St.  Austin  says  %  that  ''  in 
such  places,  let  every  one  abound  in  his  own  sense,  and 
expound  as  well  as  he  can :"  ''  Qusb  obscur^  vel  ambigu^, 
yel  figurat^  dicta  sunt,  quisque  sicut  voluerit,  interpre- 
tetur  secundum  sensum  suum."  But  yet  still  he  calls  us 
to  the  rule  of  plain  places ;  ^  Talia  autem  rect^  intelligi  ex- 
ponique  non  possunt,  nisi  priiis  ea  quae  apertissim^  dicta 
sunt,  firma  fide  teneantur/'  the  plain  places  of  Scripture  are 
the  way  of  expounding  the  more  obscure,  and  there  is  no 
other,  yiz.  so  apt,  and  certain. 

And  after  all  this ;  I  deny  not  but  there  are  many  other 
external  helps.  God  hath  set  bishops  and  priests,  preachers 
and  guides  of  our  souls,  over  us ;  and  they  €0*^  appointed  to 
teach  others  as  far  as  they  can,  and  it  is  to  be  supposed  they 
can  do  it  best ;  ^but  Xben  the  way  for  them  to  find  out  the 
meaning  of  obscure  places  is  that  which  I  have  now  de* 
scribed  out  of  the  fathers,  and  %y  the  use  of  that  means  they 
will  be  best  enabled  to  teach  others. 

If  any  man  can  find  a  better  way  than  die  fathers  have 
taught  us,  he  will  very  much  oblige  the  world  by  declaring 
it;  and  giving  a  solid  experiment  that  he  can  do  what  he 
undertakes.  But  because  no  man,  and  no  company  of  men, 
have  yet  expounded  931  hard  places  with  certainty  and  with- 
out error,  it  is  an  intolerable  vanity  to  pretend  to  a  power  of 
doing  that,  which  no  charity  hath  ever  obliged  them  to  do 
for  the  good  of  the  church,  and  'the  glory  -of  God,  and  the 
rest  of  inquiring  souls. 

I  end  this  tedious  discourse  with  the  words  of  St.  Austin^ 
"  Nolo  humanis  documentis,  sed  Divinis  oraculis  ecclesiam 
demonstrari."  If  you  inquire  where,  or  which  is  the  church; 
from  human  teachings  you  can  never  fiaad  her:  ''  She  is  only 
demonstrated  in  the  Divine  oracles." — **  Therefore  if  any 
man  speak,  let  him  speak  as  the  oracles  of  God'." 

«  Lib.  de  Unit  Eccks.  c.  16.     '  De  Unit.  £ccle«.  c.  3.     c  1  Pet.  iv.  U. 
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SECTION  III. 

Of  Traditions. 

Tradition  is  any  way  of  delivering  a  thing,  or  word  4o 
another;  and  bo  every  doctrine  of  Christianity  is  by  tra- 
dition. ^  I  have  delivered  unto  you/'  saith  St.  Paul%  **  that 
Christ  died  for  our  sins.''  nap£ioirii  is  the  same  ^  with  ihf*^ 
and  xofaftiovai  is  the  same  with  MaoTutr^  say  the  gram- 
marians ;  and  the  TrapaiohTa-a  mart^  in  St.  Jude,  ''  the  fidth 
delivered,''  is  the  same  which  St.  Paul  explicates  by  saying 
vofo^M-nf  Sif  iiifax^h  ^^^  ''  traditions,"  that  is,  *'  the  doc- 
trines ye  were  taught/' — And  St.  Irenseus^  calk  it  a  tra* 
dition  apostolical  that  **  Christ  took  the  cup/'  and  said  ''  it 
was  his  blood  /'  and  *'  to  believe  in  one  God,  and  in  Christ 
who  was  bom  of  a  virgin,  was  the  old  tradition;"  that  is,  the 
thing  delivered,  and  not  at  first  written ;  which  the  bariMb> 
jrians  kept  diRgently.  Bat  tradition  signified  either  preachp- 
ing  or  writing,  as  it  happened.  When  it  signified  preaching, 
it  was  only  the  first  way  of  communicating  the  religion  of 
Jesus  Christ:  and  until  the  Scriptures  were  written,  and 
consigned  by  the  full  testimony  of  the  apostles,  and  apos- 
tolical churches  respectively;  they,'  in  the  questions  of  re- 
ligion, usually  appealed  to  the  tradition,  or  the  ccmstant 
retention  of  such  a  doctrine  in  those  churches  where  the 
apostles  first  preached,  and  by  the  succession  of  bishops 
in  those  churches,  who,  without  variety  or  change,  had  stiU 
remembered  and  kept  the  same  doctrine,  which  at  first  was 
delivered  by  the  apostles:  so  Irenseus^, ''  If  the  apostles  had 
not  left  the  Scriptures  to  us,  most  not  we  (viz.  m  this  eau) 
have  followed  the  order  of  tradition  which  they  delivered  to 
them,  to  whom  they  intrusted  the  church;  to  which  ordi- 
nation many  nations  of  barbarians  do  assent?"  And  that 
which  was  true  then,  is  also  true  now ;  for,  if  the  apostles 
had  never  written  at  all,  we  must  have  followed  tradition ; 
unless  God  had  *  provided  for  us  some  better  thing.'    But 

•  1  The«.  ii.  15. 

^  Sic  S.  Basiliiu  lib.  iii.  contr.  Eoooiiiiiiin  nSr*  tf«f«c  /tUSirM  n  vmfmH^m 

<  Ub.  iii.  c.  4.  *  Ibid. 
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it  19  observable  that  IrensBOB-^ays,  that  '  tibia  way  is  only 
in  the  destitution  of  Scripture.'  But  since  GM  hath  sup- 
plied not  only  the  priiicipal  churches  with  the  Scriptures, 
but  even  all  the  nation^  which  the  Greeks  and  Romans  call 
barbarous ;  now  to  run  to  tradition,  is  to  make  use  of  a  staff 
or  wooden  leg,  when  we  have  a  gpod  leg  of  our  own.  The 
traditiotis.  at  the  first  publication  of  Scriptures  were  clear, 
evident^  recent,  remembered,  talked  of  by  all  Christians,  in 
all  dieir  meetings,  public  and  private ;  and  the  mistaking 
of  them  by  those  who  carefully  endeavoured  to  remember 
them,  was  not  easy ;  and,  if  there  had  been  a  mistake,  there 
was  an  apostle  living,  or  one  of  their  immediate  disciples, 
to  set  all  things  right.  And,  therefore,  until  the  apostles 
were  all  dead,,  there  was  no  dispute  considerable  amongst 
Christians,  but  what  was  instantly  determined,  or  sup- 
pressed *;  and  the  heresies  that  were,  did  creep  and  sting 
clancularly,  but  made  no  great  show.  But  when  the  apostles 
^ereall  dead ;  then  that  apostasy  foretold ^  begyn  to  appear; 
and  heresies,  of  which  the  -church  was  warned,  began  to* 
arise.  But  it  is  greatly  to  be  remarked;  there  was  then 
no  heresy  that  pretended  any  foundation  from  Scripture; 
bat  from  tradition  many :  for  it  was  accounted  so  glorious 
a  thing  to  have  been  taught,  by  an  apostle,  that  even  good 
men  were  wiUing  to  believe  any  thing  which  their  scholars 
pretended  to  have  heard  their  masters  preach ;  and  too  many 
were  forward  to  say,  they  heard  them  teach  what  they  never 
tiau|^;  and  the  pretenqe  was  very  easy  to  be  made  by  the 
contemporaries  or  immediate  descendants  after  the  apostles; 
an4  now  that  they  were  dead,  it  was  so  .difficult  to  <^onfiite 
thepi,ithatirthe  heretics  found  it  an  easy. game  to  play,  tp  say 
they  btord  it  delivered  by  ta  apostle.  Many  did  so,  and 
some  were  at  first  believed,  and  yet  were  afterward^  dis- 
covered ;  some  were  cried  down  at  first,  and  some  expired 
of  themaelTes,  and  some  were  violently  thrust  away.  But 
how  many  of  .those  who  did  descend  and  pass  on  to  custom^ 
were  of  a  true  and  apostolical  original,  and  how:many  were 
not  so,  it  will  be  impossible  to  find  now ;  only,  because  w.e 
are  sure  there  was  some  false  dealing  in  this  matter,  and  we 

*  Hegesip.  apad  Eccles.  lib.  xxxviii.  c.  St,  Qraec.  26>  Latin. 
'  Acts,  XX.  JS9,  SO.    1  Tim.  iv,  1,  &c.    t  Tiro.  Hi.  10,  &c.  and  iv.  3. 
f  Tbea.  ii.  3.    2  Pet.  ii.  1,  Stc.    1  Job.  ii.  18, 19.    Jade,  iv.  5,  &c. 
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know  there  might  be  much  more  than  we  have  diacoYeredy 
we  have  no  reason  to  rely  upon  any  tradition  for  any  part 
of  our  faith ;  any  more  than  we  could  do  upon  Scftpturei  if 
one  book  or  chapter  of  it  should  be  detected  to  be  impos- 
ture. But  there  were  two  cases,  in  which  tradition  was  then 
used :  the  one  was,  when  the  Scriptures  had  not  been  written, 
or  communicated,  as  among  divers  nations  of  the  barbarians. 
The  other  was,  when  they  disputed  with  persons  who  re- 
ceived not  all  the  Scriptures ;  as  did  the  Carpocratians,  of 
whom  Irenaeuss  speaks.  In  these  cases  tradition  was  urged^ 
that  because  they  did  not  agree  about  the  authority  of  one 
instrument,  they  should  be  admitted  to  trial  upon  the  other. 
For  as  Antonius  Marinarius  said  truly  and  wisely,  *  The 
fathers  served  themselves  of  this  topic  only  in  case  of  neces- 
sity, liever  thinking  to  make  use  of  it  in  competition  against 
boly  Scripture.* 

But  then  it  is  to  be  observed,  that  in  both  these  cases 
the  use  of  tradition  is  not  at  all  pertinent  to  the  question 
now  in  hand ;  for,  first,  the  question  was  not  then,  as  now  it 
is,  between  persons  who  equally  account  of  Scriptures  as  the 
Word  of  God ;  and  to  whom  the  Scriptures  have  been  from 
many  generations  consigned.  For  they  that  had  reoewed 
Scriptures  at  the  first,  relied  upon  them ;  they  that  had  not, 
were  to  use  tradition,  and  the  topic  ^f  succession,  to  prove 
their  doctrine  to  have  come  from  the  apostles :  that  is,  they 
were  fain  to  call  witnesses,  when  they  could  not  produce 
a  will  in  writing.  But  secondly,  in  other  cases  the  old 
heretics  had  the  same  question  as  we  have  now.  For  be- 
sides the  Scripture,  they  said*^  that  "  Jesus  in  mystery  spake 
to  his  disciples  and  apostles  some  things  in  secret  and  apart, 
because  they  were  worthy."  And  so  Christ  said,  **  I  have 
many  things  to  say,  but  ye  cannot  bear  them  now."  For 
this  place  of  *^  Scripture  was  to  this  purpose  urged  by  the 
most  foolish  heretics:"  just  thus  do  the  doctors  of  the 
church  of  Rome  at  this  day.  So  Bellarminet;  ''  They 
preached  not  to  the  people  all  things,  but  those  which  were 
necessary  to  them,  or  profitable,  but  other  things  they  de- 
livered apart  to  the  more  perfect."    Here  then  is  the  popish 

f  Lib.  i.  c.  1,  et  c.  S4. 

k  St.  Irencoa,  lib.  i.  c.  24.  S.  Augast.  timet.  97.  in  Johaa. 

>  De  Yftrb.  Dei  non  script,  lib.  ir.  c.  11.  Sect.  Hie  ootatis. 
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.'glroand  of  their  traditions ;  they  cannot  deny  bat  necessary 
and  profitable  things  were  delivered  in  pnblic,  and  to  all: 
but  some  secret  things  were  reserved  for  the  secret  ones* 
For  the  Scriptures  are  as  the  credential  letters  to  an  ambasr- 
sador;  but  traditions  are  as  the  private  instructions.  This 
was  the  pretence  of  the  old  heretics,  and  is  of  the  modem 
papists :  who  while  they  say  ^  the  same  thing,  pretend  for  it 
also  the  same  authority,  saying,  that  '  Traditions  also  are  to 
be  received,  because  they  are  recommended  in  Scripture.' 
Of  this  I  shall  hereafter  give  account:  in  the  mean  time. 

Concerning  this,  I  remember  that  a  great  man'  of  th^ 
Romao  party  fklls  foul  upon  Castalio,  for  saying, '  the  apostle 
hfiA  some  more  secret  doctrine  which  he  did  not  commit  to 
writing,  but  delivered  it  to  some  more  perfect  persons ;  and 
that  the  Word  of  God  was  not  sufficient  for  deciding  contror 
versies  of  religion,  however  it  be  expounded,  but  that  a  more 
perfect  revelation  is  to  be  expected.'  Upon  which  he  hath 
these  words,  '^  Intolerabile  est,  ut  Paul  us,  quam  accepit 
xeoonditiorem  doctrinam,  noiv  scripto  consignaverit ;  fuis9et 
enim  alioqui  infidelis  depositi  minister."  And  it  was  most 
oreasonable  which  Antonius  Marinarius,  a  friar  carmelite,  did 
say,  if  some  things  were  delivered  in  secret,  it  was  under 
secret;  because  the  apostles  might  as  well  have  published  it 
as  their  disciples :  but  if  it  was  delivered  as  a  secret,  and 
consequently  to  be  kept  as  secret,  how  came  the  successors 
of  the  apostles  to  publish  this  secret?  To  break  open  the 
seal,  and  reveal  the  forbidden  secrat?  And,  secondly,  if  the 
'secret  tradition  which  certainly  was  not  necessary  to  all,  be 
made  public,  how  shall  we  know  which  traditions  are  neces-^ 
aary,  and  which  are  not?  Certain  it  is,  the  secret  tradition 
Gould  not  of  itself  be  necessary ;  and,  therefore,  if  it  becomes 
BO  by  being  made  public,  it  is  that  which  the  apostles  in- 
tended not,  for  they  would  have  it  secret.  And,  therefore, 
it  follows  that  now  no  man  can  tell  that  any  of  their  tra- 
ditions was  intended  as  necessary ;  because  the  only  way  by 
which  we  could  know  which  was  and  which  was  not  ^necea- 
sary^viz.  the  making  the  one  public,  and  keeping  the  other 
private,  is  now  destroyed,  since  they  are  all  alike  common. 
All  that  which  was  delivered  to  all  and  in  public,  was,  by  the 

^  Page  16.  >  Salmcron  torn.  l5.  in  t  Tim.  iiu  disp.  iv,  p.  (H>7. 
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providence  of  Ood,  minietering  apt  occasions,  and  by  the 
Spirit  of  God  inspiring  the  apostles  and  erangelists  irith 
a  will  to  do  it,  set  down  in  writing,  that  they  might  remain 
npon  record  for  ever  to  all  generations  of  the  church :  so  St. 
Peter  promised  to  the  Jews  of  the  dispersion,  that  he  would 
do  something  "  to  put  them  in  remembrance  of  the  things 
he  had  taught  them  -^  and  he  was  as  good  as  his  word,  and 
employed  St.  Mark  to  write  the  Gospel :  others  also  of  the 
apostles  took  the  same  care ;  and  all  were  directed  by  God, 
and  particular  occurrences  were  concentered  in  the  general 
design  and  counsel  of  God.  So  St.  Irenssos",  '*  The  Gospel 
which  the  apostles  preached,  afterwards  by  the  will  of  God, 
they  delivered  to  us  in  the  Scriptures.**  It  was  a  traditi<m 
still ;  but  now  the  word  signified  in  its  primitive  and  natural 
sense,  not  in  the  modem  and  ecclesiastical.  But  Irensus* 
speaks  of  the  Gospel;  that  is,  the  whole  Gospel  of  Ged: 
not  all  the  particulars  that  Jesus  spake  and  did,  but  *'  what* 
ever  Christ  would  have  us  to  read  of  his  words  and  works^ 
he  commanded  them  to  write,  as  if  it  were  by  his  own 
hands.^  And,  therefore,  "  Electa  sunt  qus  scriberenlor, 
quae  saluti  credentium  sufficere  videbantur:"  ''There  was  a 
choice  made  of  such  things  as  were  to  be  written*:''  it  was 
not,  therefore,  done  by  chance  and  contingency  (as  niany  of 
the  Roman  doctors  in  disparagement  of  the  Scriptures^  suf- 
ficiency do  object),  but  the  ''  things  were  chosen,'*  saith 
St.  Austin; — *^  It  was  according  to  the  will  of  Crod,"  said 
St.  Irenseus; — and  the  choice  was  very  good;  all  that  suf- 
ficed to  the  salvation  of  believers :  according  to  the  words  of 
St.  John',  **  These  things  were  written,  that  ye  might 
believe  that  Jesus  Christ  is  the  Son  of  Grod,  and  that,  be- 
lieving, ye  might  have  life  through  his  name.** — ^And  indeed 
there  cannot  be  any  probable  cause  inducing  any  wise  man 
to  believe  that  the  apostles  should  pretend  to  write  the 
Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ,  and  that  they  should  insert  many 
things  more  than  necessary,  and  yet  omit  any  thing  that 
was,  and  yet  still  call  it  '  the  Gospel  of  Jesus  Christ.* — 
Niccphorus^  calls  the  epistles  of  St.  Paul,  *  A  summary  of 
what  he  plainly  and  explicitly  did  teach;'  much  more  is 

■>  Lib.  ill.  c.  1.  •  Tract.  49.  in  Johao. 

^  S.  Aagiistin.  lib.  i.  c.  55.  de  coosensa  CTaogel.        p  JohD,  xx*30,  91. 

•4  Libb  ii.  hist.  c.  54. 
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every  Gospel.    Bat  nrhen  all  the  four  Qospeb,  und  the  epos* 
telicd  Acts,  and  Epistles,  and  the  visions  of  St*  John,  were 
all  tied  into  a  volume,  by  the  counsel  of  God,  by  the  dictates 
of  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  by  the  choice  of  the  apostles ;  it 
cannot  be  probable  that  this  should  not  be  all  the  Gospel  of 
Jesus  Christ,  all  his  will  and  testameiit    And,  therefore,  in 
vain  does  the  cardinal  Perron '  strive  to  escape  .from  this  by 
acknowledging  that  the  Gospel  is  the  foundation  of.  Chris* 
tianity,  as  grammar  is  the  foundation  of  eloquence;  as  the 
institutions  of  Justinian  are  of  the  study  of  the  law  $  as  the 
principles  and  institutions  of  a  science  are  of  the  whole  pror 
fession  of  it.     It  is  not,  in  his  sense,  the  foundation  of 
Christian' doctrine,  but  it.  contains  it  all;  not  only  in  general, 
but  in  specid ;  not*  only  virtual,  but  actual ;  not  mediate^ 
but  immediate;  for  a  few  lines  would  have  served  for  a 
foundation  general,  virtual,  and  mediate;  if  the  Scripture 
had  said,  the  church  of  Rome  shall  always  be  the  catholic 
church,  and  the  foundation  of  faitK;  she  shall  be  infalUble, 
and  to  her  all  Christians  ought  to  have  recourse  for  determi- 
nation of  their  questions ;  this  had  been  a  suffipient  virtual 
and  mediate  foundation :  but  when  four  Gospds,  ccmtaining 
Christ's  aemioiis  and  his  miracles,  his  precepts  and  his  pro* 
mises;  the  mysteries  of  the  kingdom,. and  the  way  of  sal* 
vation;  the  things  hiddcfn  from  the  beginning  of  the  world, 
and  the  glories  reserved  to  the  great  day  of  light  and  mani- 
festation of  Jesus;  to  say,  that  yet  all  these  Gospels,  andt-tdl 
the  epistles  of  St.  Paul,  St.  Peter,  St.  Jam^s,  and  St  John, 
and  the  Acts  and  sermons  of  the  Apostles,  in,  the  fimt  esta- 
blishing of  the  dhorch',  are  aU  but  a  foundatiou.  virtu^al;  .and 
thai  they  point  out  the  church  indeed,  by  saying,  'She  is  the 
pillar  and  ground  of  truth.  ;V  but 'leave,  you  to  her  for  the 
fbiindation  actual, special^ and  immediate;  is  an  affirmation 
agSanst  tbenotoriety^ofiact.;    Add  to  this,  that  St.  Irenseus* 
spake  .these-  wonls  concerning  the  Scriptures,  in  confutation 
of  them,  who:  leaving  the  Scriptures,  did  run  to  traditions, 
pietendedly  apostolical.  * 

. :  And  though  it  b^  true,  that  the  traditions  they  reiied 
upoa  wecer  secret^  apocryphal,  forged,  and  supposed;  yet 
beoauee  evesiiat  that  time  there  were  such  fcdse  wares  ob- 

'  Contte  le  roi  Jaq.  p.  71d.  *  Lib.  iu.  e.  t. 
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traded,  and  even  then  the  heretics  could  not  want  pretences 
sciflkient  to  deceive,  and  hopes  to  prevail ;  how  is  it  to  be 
imagined^  that  in  the  descent  of  sixteen  ages,  the  cheat 
might  not  he  too  prevalent  ?  when,  if  the  traditions  be  ques- 
tioned, it  will  be  impossible  to  prove  them ;  and  if  they  be 
fidse,  it  will,  except  it  be  by  Scripture,  be  impossible  to 
eonfate  them.  And  after  all ;  if  yet  there  be  any  doctrines 
of  faith  or  manners  which  are  not  contained  in  Scripture, 
and  yet  weie  preached  by  the  apostles,  let  that  be  proved, 
let  the  traditions  be  produced,  and  records  sufficient,  primely 
credible  and  authentic,  and  we  shall  receive  them.  So  vain 
a  way  of  arguing  it  is,  to  say,  the  traditions,  against  which 
St.  Irenseus  spetdcs,  were  false,  bat  ours  are  true ;  theirs  were 
secret,  but  ours  are  open  and  notorious :  for  there  are  ncme 
su<^ :  and  BeHenrmine  himself  acknowledges,  that '  the  ne* 
cessary  things  are  delivered  in  Scriptures;  and  those  which 
were  reserved  for  tradition,  were  delivered  apart ;  that  is, 
seeretly  by  the  apostles  ^  Now  if  they  were  so  on  all  sides, 
what  rule  shall  we  have  to  distinguish  the  Valentinian  tra- 
ditions from  the  Roman  ?  And  why  shall  we  believe  these 
more  than  those ;  since  all  must  be  equally  taken  upon  pri- 
vate testimony  at  first  ?  And  although  it  will  be  said,  that 
the  Roman  traditions  were  received  by  afler^ages,  and  the 
other  were  not :  yet  this  shows  nothing  else,  but  that  some 
had  the  fate  to  prevail,  and  others  had  not.  For  it  is  cer- 
tain, that  some  were  a  Icmg  time  believed,  even  for  some 
whole  ages  under  the  name  of  the  apostolical  tradition  {ba 
the  Millenary  opinion,  and  the  Asiatic  manner  of  keeping 
Easter),  which  yet  came  to  be  disbelieved  in  their  time: 
and  also,  it  is  certain  that  many  which  reaUy  were  apostolical 
traditions,  perished  from  the  memory  of  men,  and  had  not 
so  long  lives,  as  many  that  were  not :  so  that  all  this  is  by 
chance,  and  can  make  no  difference  in  the  just  authority. 
And  therefore  it  is  vainly  said  of  cardinal  Perron, '  that  die 
case  is  not  the  same,  because  theirs  are  wrong,  and  ours  are 
right.'  For  this  ought  not  to  have  been  said,  till  it  were 
proved ;  and  if  it  were  proved,  the  whole  question  were  at  an 
end :  for  we  should  all  receive  them  which  were  manifested 
to  be  doctrines  apostolical.    But  in  this,  th«fl'e  need  no  fur- 

>  Ubi  svprm,  c.  1 1.  dc  verb.  Dei  toon  script  lib.  t«. 
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tber  dispute  front  the  aatiiority  of  Ireneeus :  his  words  oon- 
ceming  the  fubiess  of  Scripture,  as  to  the  whole  doctrine  of 
Christy  being  so  cliear  and  manifest,  as  appears  in  the  testi- 
monies brought  from  him  in  the  foregoing  section.  Optatus 
compares  the  Scriptures  to  the  testator's  will<> :  if  there  be  a 
controversy  among  the  descendants  of  the  house,  run  to  the 
Scriptures,  see  the  original  will :  the  Gospels  are  Christ^s 
testament;  and  the  epistles  are  the  codicils  annexed,  and 
but  by  these  we  shall  never  know  the  will  of  the  testator. 
But  because  the  books  of  Scripture  were  not  all  written  at 
oiKSe ;  nor  at  once  communicated,  nor  at  once  received, 
therefore  the  churches  of  Gh>d  at  first,  were  forced  to  trust 
th^ir  meinories,  and  to  try  the  doctrines,  by  appealing  to  die 
memories  of  others;  that  is,  to  the  consenting  report,  and 
faith  delivered  and  preached  to  other  churches,  especially 
the  chiefest,  where  the  memory  of  the  apostles  was  recent 
aiid  permanent.  The  mysteriousness  of  Christ's  priesthood^ 
the  perfection  of  his  sacrifice,  and  the  unity  of  it,  Christ's 
advocation,  and  intercession  for  us  in  heaven,  might  very 
.well  be  accounted  traditions,  before  St.  Paul's  epistle  to  the 
Hehrews  was  admitted  for  canpAical ;  but  now  they  are 
written  truths :  and  if  they  had  not  been  written,  it  is  likely 
we  should  have  lost  them.  But  this  way  could  not  long  be 
necessary,  and  could  not  long  be  safe.  Not  necessary,—- 
because  it  was  supplied  by  a  better ;  and  to  be  tied  to  what 
was  only  necessary  in  the  first  state  of  things,  is  just  as  if  a 
man  should  always  be  tied  to  suck  milk,  because  at  first,  in 
his  infancy,  it  was  fit  he  should.  Not  safe, — because  it  grew 
worse  and  worse  every  day.  And  therefore,  in  a  little  while, 
even  the  traditions  themselves  were  so  far  from  being  the 
touchstone  of  true  doctrine,  that  themselves  were  brought  to 
the  stone  of  trial;  and  the  tradition  would  not  be  admitted, 

unless  it  were  in  Scripture.  By  which  it  appears  that  tradi* 
tion  could  not  be  a  part  of  the  rule  of  faith,  distinct  firom 
the  Scriptures,  but  itself  was  a  part  of  it ;  that  is,  whatsoever 
wiis  delivered  and  preached,  was  recorded;  which  they  so 
JKrmly  believed,  that  they  rejected  the  tradition,  unless  it 
were  so  recorded :  and,  2.  It  hence  also  follows  that  tradir 

*  Lib.  V.  coDtr.  Parmen.  Biblioth.  Patruni  per  Binium,  torn.  iv.  Parb, 
1589.  page  510. 
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tion  was,  and  was  etteemed,  the  wonie  way  of  conTeyiiig 
propositions  and  stories ;  because  the  chnroh  feqoired  that 
the  traditions  should  be  proved  by  Scriptures ;  that  is,  the 
less  certain  by  the  more :  that  this  was  no,  St.  Cyprian  is  a 
sufficient  witness.    For  when  pope  Stephen  had  said,  *  Let 
nothing  be  changed ;  only  that  whidi  is  delivered/  meaning 
the  old  tradition,  '  that  was  to  be  kept ;' — St.  Cyprian*  in- 
quires from  whence  that  tradition  comes?   "Does  it  come 
•from  the  Gospels,  or  the  epistles,  or  the  Acts  of  the  Apos- 
tles ?" — ^So  that  after  the  writing  and  reception  of  Scriptoies, 
tradition  meant  the  same  thing  which  was  in  Scriptoie ;  or  if 
it  did  not,  the  fathers  would  not  admit  it.    ''All  things 
which  are  delivered  to  us  by  the  law  and  the  prophets,  the 
apostles  and  evangelists,  we  receive,  and  know,  and  reverence : 
but  we  inquire  no  further;  nothing  beyond  them)'.'* — If  the 
traditions  be  agreeable  to  Scripture,  said  St.  Irenoeas',  that  is, 
if  that  which  is  pretended  to  be  taught  at  first,  be  recorded  by 
them  who  did  teach  it,  then  all  is  well.    And  this  affiur  is 
fully  testified  by  the  words  of  Eusebius,  which  aie  greatly 
conclusive  of  this  inquiry :  ''  We  have  (saitii  he)  premised, 
that  we  would  propose  the  voices  of  the  old  ecclesiastical 
presbyters  and  writers ;  by  which  they  declared  t&e  traditioos 
by  the  authority  witnessed  and  consigned  of  the  a^voved 
Soriptures.'*'    Amongst  whom  was  Irenseus,  says  the  Latin 
version. 

But  I  shall  descend  to  a  consideration  of  the  paiticukurB, 
which  pretend  to  come  to  us  by  tradition,  ahd  without  it 
cannot,  as  is  said,  be  proved  by  Scripture. 

1.  It  is  said  that  the  Scripture  itself  is  i!i4iolly  derived  to 
us  by  tradition ;  and,  therefore,  besides  Scripture,. tradition  is 
necessary  in  the  church.  And,  indeed,  no  man  tkat  under* 
stands  this  question,  denies  it:  this  tradition,  that  these 
bocdcs  were  written  by  the  apostles,  anid  weite  deU^red  by 
the  apostles  to  the  churches  ail  the  word  of  God,  relies 
principally  upon  tradition  universal;  that  is,  it  was  wit- 
nessed to  be  true  by  all  the  Christian  world  at  their  first 
being  so  consigned.  Now  then  this  is  no  part  of  the  word 
of  God ;  but  the  notification,,  or  manner  of  conveying  the 

*  EpUt.  ad  Pompeium  eootra  epiit  Slcphaoi. 

7  Damasc.  de  Orthod.  Fide,  c.  1. 

>  Apnd  Eittcb.  lib.  v.  c.  10.  wriin»  ^/A^mm  iwc  ygaffc.  lib.  v.  c.  S. 
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word  of  Ood ;  the  iDstniEient  of  ita  deUteiy.  So  that  the 
tradition  concerning  the  Scriptures  beiiag  extrinsical  to  Scrip- 
ture is  also  extrinsical  to  the  question :  this  tradition  cannot 
be  an  objection  against  the  sufficiency  of  Scripture  to  sal- 
vation: but  must  go  before  this  question.  For  no  man 
inquires.  Whether  the  Scriptures  contain  all  things  necessary 
to  salvation?  unless  he  believe  that.thehre  are  Scriptures; 
that  these  are  they ;  and  that  they  are  the  word  of  God :  all 
this  conies  to  us  by  tradition,  that  itf^  by  niiivier9al  undeni- 
able testimony.  After  the  Scriptures  are  thus  roceived«  there 
is  risen  another  qae^tic^^  viz.  Whether  or  no- these  Scriptures 
so  delivered  to  us«.  do  contain  all  the  word  of  God?  or. 
Whether  qt^no,  besides  the  tradition  that  goes- before  Scrip- 
ture, whioh  is  an  instrumental  tradition  only  ofScrtpture, 
Uiere  be  not  also  something  else  that  is  necessary  to  salva- 
tion consigned  by  tradition^  as  well  as  the  Scripture,  and  of 
things  as  necessary  or  useful  as  what  is  contained  in  Scrip- 
ture,, and  that  is  equally  the  word  of  God  as  Scripture  is  ? 
The  tradition  of  Scripture  We  receive;  but  of  nothing  else 
but  what  is  in  Scripture.  And  if  it  be  asked.  Why  we  re- 
ceive one.aod  not  the  rest:  we  aiiswer,  because  we  have  bat 
one  .tradition  of  things  necessary ;  that  is,  there  is  an  uni- 
Tersal  tradition  of  Scripture,  and  what  concerns  it ;  but  none 
of  odier  things  which  are  not  in  Scripture:  aad  tiiere  is  no 
necessity  we  should  have  any ;  all  thiilga  ne<:essary  and  pro- 
fitable to  the  salvation  of  all  men,  being  {Plainly  contained  in 
Scriptures ;  and  this  sufficiency  also  being  a  part  of  that 
tradition,  as  I  am  now  proving  \ 

But  because  other  things^  also  are  pretended  to  be,  or 
are  necessary,  and  yet  are  said  not  to  fa^  in  Scripture,  it  is 
necessary  that  this  should  be  examined.  1.  First*  all  the 
Nicttie  definitions,  Trihity  of  persons  in  .olie  Divine  essence. 
This  I  should  not  have  thought  worthy  of  considering  in  the 
words  here  expressed,  but  that  a  firiend,  it  ^ems  of  my  own, 
whom  I  know  not,  but  yet .  an  adversary,  as  he  who  should 

»  It  lA  therefore  weakly  said  by  E.  W.  page  5.  If  be  says,  that  he 
impti;^  an  tradition  in  general,  all  doctrine  not  expressly  contained  in 
Scripture ;  he  is  forced  to  throw  away  ScHptnre  itself,  &c.  ^ 

b  E.  W.  ibid.  He  is  forced  not  only  to  throw  away  Scripture  itself,  and 
the  Nicene  de6nitions;'tio't  only  to  disclaitn  a  Trinity  of  persons  in' one 
DiTine  essence,  baptizing  of  children,  &c.  bnt  ever;r  tenet  of  protestaot 
religion,  av  protestantism,  e.g.  'the  bclfel'of  fwo  sftcmments  only. 
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know  him  best,  (that  is,  himself)  assures  me,  is  pleased  to 
use  these  words*  in  the  objection.  To  this  I  answer  first, 
that  this  gentleman  would  be  much  to  seek  if  he  were  pat 
to  it,  to  prove  the  Trinity  of  persons  in  one  Divine  essence 
to  be  an  express  Nicene  definition;  and,  therefore,  if  he 
means  that  as  an  instance  of  the  Nicene  definitions,  he  will 
find  himself  mistaken.  Indeed  at  Nice,  the  consubstantialiQf 
of  the  Father  and  the  Son  was  determined ;  bat  nothing  of 
the  divinity  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  that  was  the  result  of  after- 
councils.  But  whatever  it  was  which  was  there  determined, 
I  am  sure  it  was  not  determined  by  tradition,  but  by  Scrip- 
ture. So  St.  Athanasius  tells  us  of  the  faith  which  was  con- 
fessed by  the  Nicene  fathers ;  ''  it  was  the  faith  confessed 
according  to  the  holy  Scriptures' r'^  and  speaking  to  Serapion 
of  the  holy  Trinity,  he  says, ''  Learn  this  out  of  the  holy 
Scriptures.  For  the  documents  you  find  in  them,  are  suffi- 
cient*.'' And,  writing  against  Samosatenus,  he  proves  the 
incarnation  of  the  Son  of  God  out  of  the  Gospel  of  St.  John, 
saying, ''  It  becomes  us  to  stick  close  to  the  word  of  God  ^" 
And  therefore  when  Constantine  the  emperor  exhorted  the 
Nicene  fathers  to  concord  in  the  question  then  to  be  dis- 
puted; they  being  Divine  matters,  he  would  they  should  be 
ended  by  the  authority  of  the  Divine  Scriptures.  **  For 
(saith  he<)  the  books  of  the  evangelists  and  apostles,  as  also 
the  oracles  of  the  old  prophets,  do  evidently  teach  us  what 
we  are  to  think  of  the  Deity.  Therefore  all  seditious  con- 
tention being  laid  aside,  let  us  determine  the  things  brought 
into  question  by  the  testimonies  of  the  divinely  inspired 
Scriptures.*'  And  they  did  so.  And  by  relying  on  Scrip- 
tures only,  we  shall  never  be  constrained  to  quit  these  glo- 
rious portions  of  evangelical  truth,  the  incarnation  of  the 
eternal  Word,  and  the  consubstantiality  of  the  Father  and 
the  Son. — **  Whatsoever  ought  to  be  known  of  these  mysteries 
is  contained  in  both  testaments,"  saith  Rupertus  Tuitiensis, 
before  quoted.    And  if  the  holy  Scriptures  did  not  teach  ii8 


«  Tbe  lanic  also  lie  says  coDcerning  the  Nicene  and  the  other  three 
CooDciU,  and  St.  Athanasins'  Creed,  p.  8. 
'  Epist.  ad  Epictet.  Corinth.  £pi»c. 
•  Lib.  iii.  ad  Sermp.  de  Spir.  S.  Id.  de  Incaiaat.. 
'  Theodoret.  lib.  i.  c.  7. 
ff  £t  apud  Oelai.  Cyatcen.  in  aetis  Cooeil.  Nic«a.  lib.  ii.  c  7. 
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in  these  mysteries^  we  should  fiod  tradition  to  be  but  a  lame 
leg,  or  rather  a  reed  of  Egypt.     For  Artemon  \  who  was  the 
first  founder  of  that  error  which  afterwards  belched  into 
Arianism,  j^retended  a  tradition  from  the.  apostles,  that  Christ 
was  a  mere  man.    And  that  tradition  descended  to  the  time 
of  pope  Zephennus,  who  first  gave  a  stop  to  it :  and  Justin 
Martyr'  says,  that  divers  among  the  Christians,  affirmed 
''  Christ  to  be  not  God  of  God,  but  man  of  man/' — And  the 
Arians  offered  to  be  tried  by  tradition^;  and,  therefore,  pre- 
tended to  it^  and^  therefore,  the  cathoUcs  did  not ;  at  least 
according  to  the  new  doctrine,  *  that  if  one  pretends  tradi- 
tion, the  other  cannot.'    But,  for  all  that  trifle,  St.  Athanasius 
did  sometimes  pretend  to  it,  though  not  always;  and  this 
shows  that  there  was  no  clear,  indubitate,  notorious,  unt- 
yersal  tradition  in  the  question;  and  if  there  were  not  such 
an  one,  as  good  none  at  all ;  for  it  could  not  be  such  a 
foundation  as  was  fit  to  build  our  faith  upon,  especially  m 
such  mysterious  articles.    But  it  is  remarkable  what  Euse- 
bitts^  recites  out  of  an  old  author,  who  wrote  against  the 
heresy  of  Artemon,  which  afterwards  Samosatenus  renewed, 
and  Arius  made  public  with  some  alteration ;  ^'  they  all  say,'/ 
says  he,  "that  our  ancestors  and  the  apostles  themselves, 
not  only  received  from  our  Lord  those  things  which  they 
now  affirm,  but  that  they  taught  it  to  others ;  and  the  preach- 
ing or  tradition  of  it  run  on  to  the  days  of  pope  Victor, 
and  was  kept  entire,  but  was  depraved  by  pope  Zepberinus. 
And  truly  that  which  was  said  by  them,  might  seem  to  have 
in  it  much  of  probability,  if  the  Divine  Scriptures  did  not 
first  of  all  contradict  them,  and  that  there  were  writings  of 
some  brethren  elder  than  the  times  of  Victor."    The  bre- 
thren, whose  writings  he  names,  are  Justin,  Miltiades,  Tatian, 
Clemens,  Irenaeus,  and  the  psalms  and  hymns   of  divers, 
made  in  honour  of  Christ.    From  all  which .  it  is  evident, 
that  the  questions  at  Nice,  were  not,  and  could  not  be,  de- 
termined by  tradition.    2.  That  tradition  might  be,  and  was 
.pretended  on  both  sides.    3.  That  when  it  is  pretended  by 
the  contradicting  parties  with  some  probability,  it  can  effeo- 

^  Apad  Euseb.  Eccles.  biit.  lib.  ▼.  c.  27. 
>  Dial,  contr.  Tryph.  Jad. 
^  Vide  etiam  Theod.  lib.  i.  Eccles.  hist.  c.  8. 
*  Eoseb.  Eccles.  hist.  lib.  ▼.  c.  27.  Lat.  28.  Or. 


430  OF  TBADIXIOKSJ 

tnaUy  serre  neither.  4.  lliat  the  tradition  the  Samosa^ 
teniaiis  and  Arians  boasted  of,  had  in  it  much  probability, 
when  looked  upon  in  its  own  series  and  proper  'state. 
5.  That  the  Divine  Scriptures  were,  at  that  time,  the  best 
firmament  of  the  churchy  and  defended  her  from  that  abuse; 
which  might  have  been  imposed  upon  her,  imder  the  title  of 
tradition.  6.  That  even  when  tradition  was  opposed^  to  tra< 
dition,  and  the  right  to  the  wrong,  yet  it  vras  not  oral  of 
verbsd  tradition^  according  to  the  new  mode,  but  the  writings 
of  the  doctors  that  were  before  them.  But  after  all  this,  1 
cannot  but  observe  and  deplore  the  sad  consequents  of  the 
Roman  doctors'  pretension,  that  this  '^  great  mystery  of  god* 
bness,  God  manifested  in  the  flesh,"  relies  whdHy  upon 
uiMritten  traditioiis.  For  the  Socinians,  knowing  that*  tra^ 
dition  was  on  both  «ides  claimed  in  this  article,  pleas^  them<( 
selves  in  the  concession  of  their  adversaries,  that  this  is  not 
to  be  proved  by  Scripture.  So  they  aBege<  the  testimony 
of  Eccius,  and  x»urdinal  Hosins,  one  of  the  legates,  presiding 
at  TVent;  '' Dodrinam  de  trino  et  nno  Deo,  esse  dogma 
traditionis,  et  ex  Scriptur&  nulla  ratione  probari  posse".'* 
ISie  same  was  affirmed  by  Tanner,  and  all  that  were  on  that 
side^  in  the  conference  at  Ratisbon,  by  Hieronymus  k  S.  Hy^ 
acintbo,  and  others.  Now  they  being  secured  by  their  very 
enemies^  that  tiiey  need  not  fear  Scriptures  in  this  question; 
end  knowing  themselves  that  tradition  cannot  alone  do  it; 
^hey  are. at  peace,  and  dwell  in  confidence  in  this  their  capiGefl 
'error :  and  the  false  peace  is  owing  to  the  Roman  doctors ; 
who  in  Italy  help  to  make  atheists,  and  in  Polonia  Soci- 
nians: and  as  a  consequent  to  all  this,  I  remember  they 
scorn  Cichovius,  who  endeavoured  to  confute  them  by  a 
•hundred  urguments  from  Scriptures,  since  his  own  parties 
do'too  freely  declare,  that  not  one  of  those  hundred  prove 
the  question". 

2.  The -next  necessary  article  pretended  to  stand  upon 
4vadition»  is,-  the  baptizing  children.  Concerning  which,  I 
consider  either  the  matter  of  fact,  or  matter  of  dcictrine. 
The  matter  of  fact  is  indifferent,  if  abstracted  fh>m  the 
doctrine.    For  at  the  first  they  did,  or  they  did  not,  according 

■  In  locii  commaii.  pnge  208,  t09. 

■  Confessionis  Christianae  ad  rogam  damnats  et  combnste  Maoinm  i 
R.  D.  Nicolao  Cichovio  laceuitoniifi,  sui  vindices.    Impress.  A.  D.  165t. 
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as  they  {deased ;  for  thdre  it  no  pretence  of  tradition^  itM 
the  ohnrdi  in  all  ages  did  baptize  all  the  infants. of  Christian 
parents.  It  is  more  certain,,  .that  they  did  not  do  it  always; 
than  that .  they  did  it  in  the  first  age.  St.  Ambrose,  St. 
Jerome,  and  St.  Austin,  were  born  of  Christian  parents,  and 
yet  not  baptised,  until  the  fulL  age  of  a  man,  and  more.  But 
that  the  apostles  did  baptize  any  children,  is  not  at  all 
reported  by  a  primely  credible  tradition,  or  a  famous  report  t 
but  that  they  did  so  is  only  conjectured  at ;  or  if  it  be  more, 
yet  that  more»  whatsoever  it  be^  relies  upon  the  testimony 
of  Scripture;  as  St.  Paul's  baptizing  the  households  of 
Stephaxuis  and  the  gaoler.  But  then,  if  they  did^  or  if  they 
did  not,  yet,,  without  an  appendant  doctrine,  this  passea  on 
by  the  voluntary  practice,  of  the  church;  and  might  be,. or 
not  be,  as  they  pleased;  as  it  was  in  the  case  of  confirming 
them,  and  communicating  them  at  the  .same  time  they 
baptized  dtem;^ concerning  which,  because  we  live. to  have 
seen  and  read  of  several  cuatomsof  the  church  in  sereral 
ages;  'it;  is  also  after  the  ,same  manner  in  baptism^  if  w0 
consider  it  only  in  the  matter  of  fact. 

But  then,  if  we  consider  .the  doctrine  appendant  to  i^ 
or  the  cause  why  it  is  pretended  they  were  baptized ;  eveb 
that  children  should  be  brought  to  Christ,  should  receive 
his;  blessing,  should  be  adopted  into  the  kingdom  Qf  God, 
should  be  made  members  of  the  second  Adam,  and  be  transt- 
lated  from  the  death,  introduced  by  the  firsts  to.  the  life 
revealed  by  the  second,  .and  that  they  may  receive  the 
holy  spirit,  and. a  title  to  the  promises  evangelical,  and  be 
bom  again*  and  admitted  inta  a  state  of  covenant,  in  which 
thi§y  can  receive  the  gift  of  eternal  life, — which  I  take  to  be 
the  ^proper  reasons*  why.  th^  church  baptizes  infants^  And 
these  are  whcdly  derived  to  us  from  Scripture  grounds* 
But  then,  as  to  ^at  reason,  upon  which  the  church  of  Rome 
baptises  infants,  even-  because  it  is  necessary,  and  because 
without  it  children  shall  not  see  God;  it  is  certain,  ther^ 
is  no  universal,  or  prime  tradition  for  that.  St.  Austin  was 
the  hard  father  of  that  doctrine.  And  if  we  take  the  whole 
doctrine  and  practice  together  without  distinction,  that  it 
was  the  custom  so  to  do  in  some  churches,  and  at  some 
times,  is  without  all  question ;,  but  that  there  is  a  tradition 
from  the  apostles  so  to  do,  relies  but  upon  two  witnesses, 
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Origen,  and  St.  Austin;  and  the  latter  having  receired  it 
from  the  former,  it  relies  wholly  npon  his  single  testimony; 
which  is  but  a  pitifiil  argmnent  to  prove  a  tradition  aposto- 
lical \  He  is  the  first  that  spoke  of  it;  bnt  TertuUian^ 
that  was  before  him,  seems  to  speak  against  it,  which  he 
would  not  have  done,  if  it  had  been  a  tradition  apostolical. 
And  that  it  was  not  so,  is  but  too  certain,  if  there  be  any 
truth  in  the  words  of  Ludovicus  Vives  ^,  saying,  that '  anciently 
none  were  baptized,  but  persons  of  ripe  age :'  ^ich  words, 
I  suppose,  are  to  be  understood  Mara  to  vtxurrov,  and  *  for 
the  most  part/  But  although  the  tradition  be  uncertain, 
weak,  little,  and  contingent ;  yet  the  church  of  God,  when- 
ever she  did  it  (and  she  might  do  it  at  any  time),  did  do 
it  upon  Scripture  grounds.  And  it  was  but  weakly  said  by 
cardinal  Perron ',  that  there  is  no  place  of  Scripture,  by 
which  we  can  evidently  and  necessarily  convince  the  ana* 
baptists.  For,  1.  If  that  were  true,  yet  it  is  more  certain, 
that  by  tradition  they  will  never  be  persuaded;  not  only 
because  there  is  no  sufficient  and  full  tradition ;  but  because 
they  reject  the  topic.  2.  Although  the  anabaptists  endea- 
vour to  elude  the  arguments  of  Scripture,  yet  it  follows  not 
that  Scripture  is  not  dear  and  certain  in  the  article;  for 
it  is  an  easy  thing  to  say  something  to  every  thing ;  but  if 
that  be  enough  against  the  argument,  then  no  heretic  can 
be  convinced  by  Scripture,  and  there  is  in  Scripture  no 
pregnant  testimony  for  any  point  of  faith  ;  for  in  all  questaons, 
all  heretics  prattle  something.  And,  therefore,  it  is  not  a 
wise  procedure,  to  say,  the  adversaries  do  answer  the  testi- 
monies of  Scripture, — and  by  Scripture,  cannot  be  convinced ; 
and,  therefore,  choose  some  other  way  of  probation :  For, 
when  that  is  done,  will  they  be  convinced  ?  And  cannot 
the  cardinal  satisfy  himself  by  Scripture,  though  the  h^etic 
will  not  confess  himself  confuted  ?  The  papists  say,  they 
answer  the  protestants'  arguments  from  Scripture;  but  thou^ 
they   say  so  to  eternal  ages,  yet  in  the  world  nothing  is 


^  Secnndniii  ecclesiae  obtcnrantMin  (ait)  in  Levit  c.  IS,  15.  Hon.  S. 
qttcm  locnm  ciUt  Perron :  hmc  antem  verba  non  ainnt,  ab  apostolis  banc 
mawame  observantiani. 

f  Lib.  de  Baptii.  cap.  18.        «  In  S.  Angnat.  de  Civit  Del.  lib.  i.  c  n. 

'  R6pliqae  i  la  r^ponse  da  roi  Jacqact,  p.  701. 
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phmer,  than  that  they  only  say  so ;  and  that,  for  all  that 
confident  and  enforced  saying,  the  Scriptures  are  still  appa- 
rently against  them.  3*  If  the  Anabaptists  speak  probably 
and  reasonably  in  their  answers ;  then  it  will  rather  follow, 
that  the  point  is  not  necessary,  than  that  it  mnst  be  proved 
necessary  by  some  other  topic.  4.  All  people  that  believe 
baptism  of  infants  necessary,  think  that  they  sufficiently 
prove  it  from  Scripture;  and  Bellarmine,  though  he  also 
uiges  this  point,  as  an  argument  for  tradition,  yet,  upon  wiser 
thoiughts,  he  proves  it  (and  not  unaucoessfuHy)  by  three 
arguments  from  Scripture. 

3.  Like  to  this»  is  the  pretence  of  the  validity  of  the 
baptism  of  heretics;  it  is  cardinal  Perron's  own  instance, 
and  the  first  of  the  four  he  alleges  for  the  necessity  of  tradi- 
tion; this  he  holds  for  a  doctrine  orthodox,  and  apostolic, 
and  yet  (says  he)  there  is  no  word  of  it  in  Scripture;  it  is 
certain  there  was  no  apostolical  tradition  for  it.  Fpr  St. 
Cyprian  *,  and  all  his  colleagues,  were  of  an  opinion  contrary 
to  that  of  the  Roman  church,  in  this  article;  and  when 
they  opposed  against  St.  Cyprian  a  tradition,  he  knew  of  no 
such  thing*  and  bid  them  prove  their  tradition  from  Scripture. 
2.  St  Austin,  who  was  something  warm  in  this  point,  yet 
confesses,  the  apostles  commanded  nothing  in  it;  but  then 
be  does  almost  beg  us  to  believe  it  came  from  them.  ^'  Con- 
suetude ilia,  qu8B  opponebatur  Cypriano,  ab  eorum  traditione 
exordium  sumpsisse  credenda  est;  sicut  sunt  mu^ta  que 
nniversa  tenet  ecclesia,  et  ob  hoc  ab  apostolis  ben^  praecepta 
traduntur,  quanquam  scripta  non  reperiantur  :'*  which  in 
plain  meaning  is  this ;  we  find  a  custom  in  the  church,  and 
we  know  not  whence  it  comes ;  and  it  is  so  in  this,  as  in 
many  other  things ;  and,  therefore,  let  us  think,  the  best, 
and  believe  it  came  by  tradition  from  the  apostles^  But, 
it  seems,  himself  was  not  sure  that  so  Utile  a  foundation 
could  carry  so  big  a  weight ;  he,  therefore,  plainly  bath  re- 
course to  Scripture  in  this  question:  ''Whether  is  more 
pernicious  not  to  be  baptized,  or  to  be  re-baptized,  is  hard 
to  judge :  nevertheless,  having  recourse  to  the  standard  of 
our  Lord,  where  the  monuments  of  this  are  not  estimated  by 
human  sense,  but  by  Divine  authority,  I  find  concerning  ea(^ 

*  KpUt.  ad  Pompeioai. 
VOL.  X.  F  P 


Wth^y  tike  i^nt^iee  of  oar  Lofd' ;"  to  iHtf  ktilMfitriptdiiiflr. 

But  3.  The  question  itself  k  not  of  a  tUligiieoefttry;  for 

dt.  Cyprian  arid  tbe  liiriiops  of  CSappedooia  and  Gabrtia, 

•and  almost  two  parts  of  the  known  world,  whose  sentunest 

-was  difibting  from  aehera^  yet  Uted  and  died  in  the  oonnnimion 

of  those  olmrcbes,  who  believed!  thecontrary  doctrine :  and  so 

it  might  have  been  still|  if  things  were  estimatcKibut'accGr^ 

injg  to  their  intrinsic  value*    Aad'sinoei  aa  St«  Aaslin  aays*, 

they  might  safely  difler  in  judgment  before  the  determination 

of  thia  question  in  a  cotfncil ;  it  ftdlows  eTidenlly,  that  thwe 

was  no  clear  tradition  against  them;  or^  convkicing  aiga- 

ment.    For  as  it  is  not  imagiinaUe,  so  great  and  wise  a 

part  of  the  catholic  church  ahoold  be  ignorant  of  any  iaaoons 

iiposlblical  tradition;  eapedally  when  they  were  called  upon 

•to  attend  to  it,  imd  were  urged  and  pressed  by  it^  aoy  it 

is  abo  very  oeftaini  there  waa  none  such  in  St«  Cyprhoa^s 

time,  becdttse  the  sixth  genertd  council  approved  of  the 

iMMbn  mftde  in  the  coanoil  of  Carthage,  bectese,  '^in  pne- 

ditilorum  prasulum  Idcis.  ^  solum  secundum  ikaditam  ets 

ociiauetudinein  serratua  est^''    4.  It  had.  beeh  bast,  if  the 

•qtt^jtiiOn  had  never  been  moved;  and  the  next  best  had 

bl{en  to  hav6  suppressed  and  ibrgotten^.it  iniErtantly;  for, 

:aa  it  otimB  in  by  aieal  and  partiality  in  the  hands:  of  the  Gap- 

padbcian  bishops,  so  it  was  fed  by  pride  and  faction  in 

'  the  hands  of  the  Donatists ;  and.  it  could  have  no  determi- 

nsflion^  but  the  mere  nature  of  the  thing  itself;  all  the 

'liposlles  and  ministers  of  religion  were  ooinmaaded  to  faaptiae 

in  waiter,  in  tlie  name  of  the  Father^  8on^  and  Holy  Ohost ; 

and  tbia  was  an  admission  to  Christianily,  not  to  any  sect 

of  it;^  and  if  thia  had  been  considered  wisely,  so  it  had 

been  ddne^  bya  Christian  miniater  in  matter  and  form,  there 

.  odild .  be  no  more  in  it.    Arid,  thetefore,,  the  whole  thing 

wks  to  no  purpose :  so  &r  was  it  from  being  an  artide  of 

faith. 

4.  The  next  pretence  is,  that  the  procession,  of.  the  Holy 

<Hiost  irom  thb  Father  and  the  Son,  is  an  article  of  our 

\  faith,  and  yet  no  where  told  in  Scripture ;  and»  consequently, 

must  help  to  mike  up  the  object  of  our  faith.    To 


>  Contim  Dontist.  lib.  iv.  c.  14,  See.  17  ct  f  4. 
•  Lib.  I.  dc  Baptttl.  csp.  1^8.  *  Cso.  y. 
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flfis.  aome  veiy  exceltent  persons  havis  opposedl  t^iia  cpnr 
9i4fratipRy  t|iat  tha  Grei^ks  and  lioltina  differ  but  lA  'mQctot 
loqiiendi ;-  and, .  therefore,  both  apsaking  tbe  same  tiding  ijj^ 
difiering;«iord8y  show,  that  the  con^roTersy  itadUT  ia  trifling 
or  p^ataken.  But  though,  I  wish  t^i^pi  agreed.;  j^t^  ^^^ 
I  cQi^idi^r,  (Hat  in,  all  the  end^savoi^ra  for  union  at  the  council 
ofJ^or^l^ce^tbey  never  understood  one  another  to  purp^si^ 
of  peace ;  I  atm  mi  to  hi^Ueye.  tl;iat  thofiie  who  would  reconqiliqi 
tt^m,  fhow  their  p^ety.mo^  than,  |hja .truth  of  fixe  things 
and  thai)  the  Qjc^eks  and  Latins  differed  entirely  j^  thuf 
poipl).  But  then,  that  on  the.  Latini  side  th^re  should  be 
Av tradition  apostolical,  c^,  upoapo  other  account,,  be  pjce- 
^dedt  )?ut  that  i;hey  epu]d<  not  prove  it  by  Scr^turei,  .ok 
|i^Qw  ,any  ecclesiastical  law  or  authority  for  it..  JNow,  if 
we  consider  that  the  Greeks  pretend  their  dopti^nei  npi 
pn^y  from  Spi^ptui'e)  but  also  from  ipmemori^  tradition^ 
tt^at  is,  tj^at-they  have  not  innovajLed  the  doctrine  whic)j 
th^li?  /ather^  tftught  (heupi;  and  pn  the  other  sid^,  that  the 
iLatins  h^ve^  cpi;itraj:y  to  the  canon  of  the  council  of  j^pnes|^^ 
SHperadded  the  clause  of  *  Fiiioque'  to  the  Constantinopolitan 
creed,  and  that  by  au;thority  of  a  little  convention  of  bishops 
at  Chantilly,  near  to  Paris,  without  the  consent  of  the  cathoUf 
church;;  and  that  by  the  confession  of  cardinal  Perron  %  not 
only  the.  Sqripture  favours  the  Greeks,  bqt  reason  also; 
bec^U^e  it  i^i  unimaginable,  that  the  same  particular  effect 
j^hould  proceed,  from  two  prmciples  in  the  same  kind ;  an<) 
^although  th^  thr^e  persona  created  the  world,  yet.th^t  pr^ 
ductioQ  was  from  the  Divine  essence,  which  is  b.ut  one 
principle ;  but  the  opinion  of  the  Latins  is,  thfit  t^  ,I^oly 
Gliost. proceeds  from  two  persons^  as  persons;  and^  jthepe^^ 
fronir  two  principles,  it  will  be  very,  bard  to  auppo9e„  tfia^ 
becftupe  ^  this  is  against  t^em,  therefore  it  is  cefjtaip^  ihi^t 
they  iiad  this  from  apostolical  tradition.  The  more  xiati^a.l 
consequence  is,  that  their  proposition  is  either  cqista^en 
or  unce|rt^n«  or  npt  an  article  ot  faith  (which,  ia.  rather  to 
be  hopedk,  lest  we,  condemn  all  the  Greek  ^phuicches  as 
inddelsj  or  peirviarse  heretics),  or  else  that  it  can  be  derived 
firom  Seripture;  which  last  is  indeed  Uie  n^ost  probable, 

..     •  .  .  » 

'  Qpalte  le  roi  Jscqs9||  p.  709, 
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aod  pursuant  to  the  docftrine  of  those  wiser  Latins,  who 
examined  things  by  reason,  and  not  hj  prejudice.  But 
cardinal  Perron's  argument  is  no  better  than  this :  T^tius 
was  accused  to  have  deserted  his  station  in  the  battle,  and 
carried  false  orders  to  the  legion  of  Spurinna;'he  answers^ 
I  must  either  have  received  orders  from  the  general,  or  else 
ou  must  suppose  me  to  be  a  coward,  or  a  traitor ;  for  I 
ad  no  warrant  for  what  I  did  from  the  book  of  military 
discipline.  Well,  what  if  you  be  supposed  to  be  a  coward^ 
or  traitor ;  what  hurt  is  it  in  that  supposition  ?  But  must 
I  conclude,  that  you  had  order  from  the  general,  for  fear  I 
should  think  you  did  it  on  your  own  head,  or  that  you  are 
a  traitor  ?  That  is  the  case ;  either  this  proposition  is  derived 
to  us  by  apostolical  tradition,  or  we  have  nothing  else  to 
say  for  ourselves.  Well!  "Nfempe  hoc  Ithacus  velit;**  'The 
Greeks  allow'  the  argument,'  and  will  say  thus:  you  had 
nothing  to  say  for  yourselves,  unless  we  grant  that  to  you 
which  is  the  question,  and  which  you  can  never  prove^ 
viz.,  that  there  is  for  this  article  an  apostolical  traction: 
but  because  both  sides  pretend  that,  let  us  try  this  thing 
by  Scripture.  And,  indeed,  that  is  the  only  way. '  And 
dirdinal  Perron's  argument  may,  by  any  Greek,  be  inverted, 
and  turned  upon  himself.  For  he  saying  it  '  is  not  in  Scrip- 
ture, therefore  it  is  a  tradition  of  the  church ;'  it  is  as  good 
an  argument, — ^it  is  not  delivered  to  us  by  universal  tradition ; 
theftefore,  either  it  is  n6t  at  all,  or  it  is  derived  to  us  from 
^Scripture :  and  upon  the  account  of  this,  for  my  part,  I  do 
believe  it. 

5.  The  last  instance  of  cardinal  Perron,  is  ^e  observation 
of  the  Lord's  day ;  but  this  is  matter  of  discipline  and  ex- 
ternal rite ;  and,  because  it  cannot  pretend  to  be  an  artide 
of  faith,  or  estentially  necessary  doctrine,  the  consideration  is 
different  from  the  rest.  And  it  is  soon  at  an  end ;  but  that 
the  cardinal  would  fain  make  something  of  nothing,  by 
t^Umg  that  the  Jews  complain  of  the'  Christians  for  changing 
ctrcumcision  into  baptism,  and  the  Saturday-sabbath  into 
the  dominical,  or  Lord's  day.  He  might  as  well  have  added, 
they  cry  out  against  the  Christians,  for  changing  Moses  into 
Christ,  the  law  into  the  gospel,  the  covenant  of  works  into 
the  covenant  of  faith,  ceremonies  into  sulmtances,  and  rituals 


OF  TRADITIONS.  .437 

into  •  qpiritoalities.  And  we  need  no  furdter  inquiry  into 
this  question,  but  to  consider  what  the  cardinal  says^  that 
**  God  did  the  sabbath  a  special  honour  by  writing  this 
ceremonial  alone,  into  the  summary  of  the  moral  law«" — Now 
I  dem^md,  whether  there  be  not  clear  and  plain  Scripture, 
for  the  abolishing  of  the  law  of  ceremonies  ?  If  there  be, 
then  the  law  of  the  sabbath  is  abolished.  It  is  part  of 
'  the  hand-writing  of  ordinances,  which  Christ  nailed  to 
his  cross/  Now,  when  the  sabbath,  ceases  to  be  obligatory, 
the  church  is  at  liberty ;  but  that  there  should  be  a  time 
sanctified,  or  set  apart  for  the  proper  service  of  God,  t 
Jiope  is  also  very  clear  from  Scripture ;  and  that  the  circumr 
stances  of  religion  are  in  the  power  of  the  presidents  of 
religion;  and  then  it  will  follow  from  Scripture,  that  the 
apostles,  or  their  successors,  or  whoever  did  appoint  the 
Sunday  festival,  had  not  only  great  reason,  but  full  authority, 
to  appoint  that  day ;  and  that  this  was  done  early,  and 
vcontinued  constantly  for  Uie  same  reatK>n,  and  by  an  equal 
authority,  is  no  question.  But  as  to  the  sabbath,  St.  Paul 
gave  express  order*,  that  no  man  should  be  judged  by  any 
;part  of  the  ceremonial  law,  and  particularly  names  the  sah- 
.hath  days,  saying,  *'  They  all  yrere  a  shadow  of  things  to 
come,  but  Cl^ist  is  the  substance."  And  yet,  after  all  this, 
^;lhe  keeping  of  the  Lord'js  day  was.no  law  in  Christendom, 
.till  the  Laodicean  council ;  but  the  Jewish  sabbath  was  kept 
as  strictly  as  the  Christian  Lord's  day,  and  yet  both  of  them 
with  Kberty,  but  with ,  an  intuition  to  th^  avoiding  offence, 
and  the  interests  of  religion :  and  the  l[40|d's  d^y  came  not 
instead  of  the*  sabbath,  and  it  d;d  not  succeed  in  the  place 
of  the  sabbath^bttt  was  merely  fi  Christian  festival,  and  holy- 
day*  Bat  at  last ;  that  thei  keeping  of  the  Lord's  day  be 
•a  tradition  apostolical,  I  desire  it  w^re  l^ea^tily  believed^  by 
.every  Christian ;  for  thqugJi  \%  wqu14  ma^k^  nothii^  against 
the  sufficiency  of  ^qriptqre^  in  aU  questions  qf  f^th  and 
.  rules  of  manners,  y^%  it  might  be  an  engagen^ent  qn  all  men 
to,  keep  it  with  the  greater  rehgion, 

,       6.  At  the  end  of  this»  it  is  fit  I  take  notice  of  another 

.particidar,  (^ered  by  the  by,  not  in  justification' of  tradition, 

but  in  defiance  of  them  that  oppose  it.    'Mf  the  protestants 

*  Perron,  ibid.  710.  •  Colos.  ii.  16. 
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I  ...  . 

Oppose  iffl  traidition  in  genefd,  they  nrast  qttit  tfttrfttoiei 
of  protestant  Teligion,  as  protestaAthun :  for  example's  iial:e : 
the  belief  of  two  sacraments  xmty^  8cc.  ^  The  charge  is  iSerce, 
and  the  stroke  is  littte.  It  was  nnadvisedflj  said,  that  ererf 
protectant  doctrine  '  qu&  talis/  must  be  quitted  if  ScriptiirA 
b6  the  rul« :  for  this  tery  proposition,  that  Scriptnre  is  £he 
rule  of  onr  faith,  is  a  main  protestant  doctrine ;  and,  thek«^ 
fore,  certainly  nnist  Hot  be  quitted ;  if  Scripttite  be  tiie  nde, 
diat  is,  if  die  doctrine  be  true,  ft  xttnA  not  be  forst^ett. 
And  aldiotigh  in  the  whole  progress  of  this  book,  protestant 
teligion  will  be  greatly  justified  by  Scripture,  yet,  for  the 
jpresenti  I  desire  the  gentleman  to  consider  a  Ktde  better 
ttbdut  giving  the  chalice  to  aB  coimnuntcants ;  whether  their 
deny  rag  it  to  the  laity  be  by  authority  of  Scripture?  And 
I  desire  Urn  to  consider  what  place  of  the  Old  or  New 
-Testament  he  haUi,  for  worshipping  and  making  die  itaiages 
tit  God  the  Father,  and  die  Holy  Ohoet,  or  for  having  dieir 
public  devotions  in  ah  mdcnbwn  tongue.  Btit  of  dtes6 
hereafter. 

As  to  the  instance  of  two  sacraihents  only,  I  desire  die 
getitleman  to  hnderstand  our  doctrine  a  little  better.  It  s 
nohe  of  the  doctrine  of  the  church  of  England^  that  there  ate 
<two  sacraments  only;  but  that,  of  those  rituals  commanded 
iti  l^cripture,  which  the  ecclesiasdcal  use  caHs  sacraments 
(by  &  Word  of  art),  "  two  only  are  generally  necessaiy *  to 
'salvatioii.'*  And  although  we  are  able  to  pii)V^  this  by  ta 
'tradition  much  more  unrrersal,  thah  by  which  the  Remali 
doctors  tan  prove  seven|  yet  we  rely  upon  St^riptare  for  tmr 
doctrine :  tnd  though,  it  may  be,  I  shall  not  dispute  it  with 
this  gendeman  that  sends  his  cartel,  unless  he  had  given 
better  proof  t^f  his  learning  and  his  temper;  yet,  I  suppoae, 
if  ^e  reads  thiA  book  oVef,  he  shall  And  something  mt  or 
last  to  instruct  him,  or  at  least  to  entertain  him  in  that  pidr- 
ticular  also.  But  for  die  present,  lest  such  a)^  unconcemiiig 
trifle  be  forgotten,  I  desire  faini  to  consM^  that  he  hadi  litale 
reason  to  consider  himiielf  in  the  jtist  number  6f  seveli 
gacraments;  for  that  dieffe  are  broAgtkt  in  aMioiigst-  them 
some  new  devices,  I  cannot  call  them'sacritmentt,  bat  semt* 
thing  like  wikat  diey  have  already  forged,  Which  being  but 

• 

*  E.  W.  p.  5. 


eaUnml  Djke^  yet  iCtutdO:  «t«9t  of  tbek  sacprfuaaeints.  Al>pttt 
the  ijnar  1630,.  thejoe  wj$r«  mtro4vjped  iotq  Ireland,  by  th^ 
RannJacMiii  and  jQamieliie  fn^^j  three  pretty  prppositionf^, 
1.  Wlio«0eY!er  «htdl  djie  'm  ti^  j^.%bit  pf  ^t.  Frwcis,  shall  n^rer, 
be  |itOf  entod  with  M  .nphcippy  ^eatl^.  J2.  Wl^oeyer  shs^ 
takfi  tlMi. scapular  .of  th^  Carmelites,  aiid  die  in  the  s^i^ei 
sball  never,  be  damofid.  3.  Whosoever  shall  fast  the  first 
Saturday  after  they  have  beard  of  the  death  of  L^issa^  % 
Spttiisb'  mm  of  tbe  order  c^f  ,St.  Cla^e^  shall  bi^ye  t^.pf^'t  in 
the  ABtand  death.  Nqw  tbese  exjtepal  ritea  promise  more 
gprace  thaate  oonferred  bj  (hc^uf  sacrainents ;  for  it  proonsea 
acertakkty  q(  gtory,  and  an  intermediate  certainty  of  being. 
iB.I)ha>.8^te  of  grace;  which  pq  ihem  is  not  and  cannot  be 
done,.  aoQprdingito  their  dpcti^ij^e,  by  all  the  oji^er  sacr^ents 
and  9acf9fmfiUd»  of.  tbf»r  chnrch.  Now,  these  tilings  are 
dervred..to  thep  by  pretended  revelations  of  St.  Francis  and 
St.  Simon  Stock.  And  thp;wgb  .1  .know  not  what  the  priesta 
and.  inars  in  England  will  think  or  say  of  this  matter,  yet  I 
aaavce  them,  ip  heland  tfiey  are  of  great  account,  and  with 
jfmAx.  Smoy,  x^Ugjipa  apd  veneration,  used  at  this  day.  And, 
not  long  suuDe,  visiting  some  of  my  churches,  I  found  an  old, 
iMm.in  the : nf^ighbourhood,  a  poor  Clare,  as  I  think;  but 
miisiilg  .her.  cord  about  her,  which  I  hficl  formerly  observed 
herio  .wear,  I  asked  the  cause,  and  was  freely  answered, that 
a^^aallewoinan,  ii^ho  had  lately  died,  had  purchased  it  of  her, 
toiput  about  her  ip  h^r  grave.  And  of  how  great  veneration 
theSatwdavrfast  is  here, every  one  knows,  but  the  cause  I 
knew,  not,  tall  I  had  learned  the  story  of  St.  Luissa ;  and  that 
{^knaiping,  their  archbishop  of  Dublin,  had  given  count&r 
sauce  to  it.  by  his  ex^imple  and  credulity.  But  now  it  piay 
t^e  fierceiv^d*  thf^t  the  q]:iestion  of  seven  sacraments  is  out? 
done  kf  .(bo  iuterjrention  of  some  new  ones^  which,  although  . 
^biqr.  waiKt  tbe  iWfW^j  do  grater  effects,  and,  tt^erefoie,  jxf^ve 
a  be«M  tjtle. 

,  Aut  I  iprocoed  to  more  material  considerations.  Cardinal 
Perron  hath  chosen  no  other  instances  of  matters  necessary 
(jfB  he. supposes  them);  but  there  are  many  ritual  matters, 
customs,  and  ceremonies,  which  were  (at  least  it  is  said  so) 
practised  by  the  apostolical  chmrches ;  and  some,  it  may  be, 
are  descended  down  to  us :  but  because  the  churches  prabctise 
many  things  which  the  apostles  did  not,  and  the  apostles  did 
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and  ordained  many  things,  whidi  die  church  does  not  ob- 
serve, it  will  not  appertain  to  the  question,  to  say,  there  aie, 
or  are  not,  in  these  things  traditions  apostolical.  The  college 
of  widows  is  dissolved ;  the  canon  of  abstaining  from  things 
strangled,  obliges  not  the  church*:  and  St.  Paul's  rule  of 
not  electing  a  bishop  that  is  a  novice,  or  young  Christian,  is 
not  always  observed  at  Rome ;  nay^  St.  Paul  himself  con- 
secrated Timothy  when  he  was  but  twenty-five  years  of  age : 
and  the  Wednesday  and  Friday  fast',  is  pretended  to  haye 
been  a  precept  from  the  very  times  of  the  apostles ;  and  yet  it 
is  observed  but  in  very  few  places :  and  of  the  fifty  oaaons 
called  apostoUcal,  very  few  are  observed  in  the  church  at 
this  day;  and  of  eighty-four  collected  by  Clement,  as  was. 
supposed,  Michael  Medma  says*,  scarce  six  or  eight  are 
observed  by  the  Latin  church.  For  *  in  them  many  things 
are  contained,'  saith  Peresius^,  '  which  by  the  corruption  of 
times,  are  not  fully  observed ;  others,  according  to  the  quality 
of  the  matter  and  time,  being  obliterated,  or  abrogated,  by 
die  magistery  of  the  whole  church.'  TertuUiaas  speaks  of 
divers  unwritten  customs,  of  which  **  tradition  is  the  author, 
custom  is  the  confirmer,  and  iaith  is  the^  observer.**  Such 
are  the  *  renunciations  in  the  office  of  baptism,  trine  iBsmer- 
sion,  tasting  milk  and  honey ;  abstinence  from  the  bath,  finr 
a  week  after;  the  receiving  the  eucharist  before  day,  or  u 
the  time  of  their  meal,  from  the  hand  of  the  presidents  of 
religion;  anniversary  oblations  on  birth  days,  and  for  the 
dead ;  not  to  fast,  not  to  kneel  on  Sundays ;  perpetual  fiesti* 
vities  from  Easter  to  Whitsuntide ;  not  to  endure,  without 
great  trouble,  bread  or  drink  to  fall  upon  the  ground ;  and, 
at  every  motion,  to  sign  the  forehead  with  the  «gn  of  the 
cross.'  Some  of  these  are  rituals,  and  some  are  still  observed, 
and  some  are  superstitious  and  observed  by  no  body ;  and 
some  that  are  not,  may  be  if  the  church  please:  these, 
indeed,  were  traditions  or  customs  before  his  time ;  but  not 
so  much  ad '  pretended  to  be  apostolical ;  but  if  Aey  were, 

^  Vide  Doctor  Dnbitantioni,  Kale  of  Conscience,  lib.  iii.  Reg.  111. 
n.  5^  6. 

'  Reginald.  Praxis  Fori  PoeniL  lib.  iv.  c.  K.  aect.  Si  n.  193. 
*  De  Sacr.  Horn.  Conti.  lib.  y.  c.  105. 
'  Peres,  de  Tradit.  part.  3.  c.  De  Anctor.  Canon.  Apost. 
■  De  Coron.  Milit.  c.  5  et  4. 
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are  yet  of  the  suae  coottctertfiaii  witb  tbei  rest*  If  (Jiey  be 
coatoiiu  of  the  churdiy  they  are  not,  without  great  ref^coi 
and  just  aothorityy  to  be  laid  a9ide:  but  are  of  no  other 
argument  againet  Scripture,  than  if  all  the  particular  customa 
of  all  churches  were  urged.  For,  if  they  had  come  froopi  the 
apostles  (as  these  did  not),  yet  if  the  apostles,  say,  Vdicit 
Doxninus/  they  must  be  obeyed  for  ever ;  but  if  the  word  be, 
*•  dico  ^Oy  non  Domiaus/  the  church  hath  her  liberty  to  do 
what,  in  the  changitig  times,  is  most  for  edi^cation.  And;^ 
therefore,  in  these  things,  let  the  chnroh  of  Rome  pretend 
what  traditions  apostolical  she  please  of  this  nature,  the 
dinrch  may  keep  them,  or  lay  them  aside,  according  to  idiat 
they  judge  is  best.  For  if  those  canons  and  traditions  of  the 
aposd^s,  of  which  there  is  no  question,  and  which  arq  re- 
coirded  in  Scripture^  yet  are  worn  out  and  laid  aside ;  tho^e^ 
certamly,  which  are  pretended  to  be  such,  and  cannot  be 
proved,  cannot  pass  into  perpetual  obligation,  whether  the 
churches  will  or  no. 

1  riiall  not  need,  upon  this  bead,  to  consider  any  mor^ 
instances,  because  all  the  points  of  popery,  are.pretended,  to 
lely.  upon  tradition.  The  novelty  of  .which  because  }., shall 
demonstrate  in  Iheir  proper  places,  proving  them  to  be  so  far 
from  being  traditions  apostolical,  that  they  are  mere  inno-? 
vations  in  religion,-nI  diall  now  represent  the  .uncertainty 
and  fallibility  of  the  pretence  of , traditions  in  ordinary.;  and 
the.  certain  deceptions. of  those  who  trust  them,  and  the  im^ 
possibility  of  ending  many  questions  by  them.  I  shall  not 
bring  the  usuaL  arguments  which  are  brought. from  Scriptures 
against  traditipns;  because  although  those  which  Christ 
condemns  in  the  .Pharisees,  and«  the  apositles  m  heretical 
persons,  are  not  reproved  for  b^ng  traditions,  but  for  bei^g 
without  Divine  authority ;  that  is,  they  are  either  a^nst  the 
commandment  of  Ood^  or  without  any  warrant  from  God : 
yet  if  there  be  any  traditions,  real  and  true,  that  is,  words  of 
Opd  not  written,  they,  if  they  could  be  shown,  would  b^ 
very  good*  But  then  I  desire  the  same  ingenuity  on  the 
odier  side ;  and  that  the  Roman  writers  would  not  trouble 
the  question^  or  abuse  their  readers,  by  bringing  Scriptures 
to  prove  th^ir  traditions  ;  QOt,  by,  showing  they  are  recorded 
in  Scripture,  but  by  bring^g  Scripture  where  the  word 
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lN»y  i¥Hh  Any  modesty,  pipeletided,  a«  proofii  o£&e  penlioidflB 
frftiMcMiNi ;  it  k  «l8d  «€#!«»,  that  ^tbcfy '<iaiBMt  jitaMre  4ilipit  ia 
generfti' there  are,  or  can  be,  tiny  unvecQfded  SkniptdK^  whftt 
the  whole  canon  Bhould  be  written,  eonngned'and  letilet^ 
taini^d.  For  it  may  be  nece88ai?y>  that  tradftienaehadd  ^ 
called  oil  to  be  Vept  before  Scriptorea  Were  writteA»  and  yet 
afterwajpde  not  neoeesary;  and  those  things  w^ich  'Wcsie' 
Mivered  and  are  ndt  in  Scdpture,  may  be  lost,  bectanse  ikty 
were  not  in^ten ;  and  lAien  that  may  be  Impossible  .fee  ns.ilOi 
do,  whieh  'iit  first  mJ^  ha^  bden  done.  Bat  thja^baiiig 
Bud  iBurid^,  I  fM^boeed  to'  oottisad^ratioQa  '^moper  to  ike  (q«sS* 

-  1.  TerteUian,  St:  Jerottue,  and  St.  Aaslai,. are  pretended 
the  greftt  patrteS'  df  fhKdition ;  aiid'thay  haw^gmn  niei  byi 
Whi^  'we'shaS  knew  apostolical  ttadptiiiB :  and  it  lis  Untt 
Aeydo  soi'f&r  suid  on^  to  be  j>^t  into  a  glass,  aad  water 
into  a  vessel ;  something  to  limit  the  rumnng  tieDKiit».thit 
When  ybn  have  received  it,  you  Ujoy .  keep  it.  A  aaicn- 
^ttve  record  4b  Kite  figitipes-in  the  tkir^  ordiagram^  in  sand ; 
the  ailr  «nd  the  wind  will  soon  disorder  the  Moss.  '^M 
God,  kanowlifg  this,  and  all  tiiihigs  flsc^  .wdald'  nU-tawt  86 
mach  as  the  ten  wo«ds  of  Moses  to  oral:tifiditi6i^iiBtf  taniaa 
#i^tie  them  in  tables  of  stoife  with  bis 'own  fioger.  *f  I 
lenow/'  said  St  Glesaent*,  ^  thatmiiny  tbsBgs  are  lostkgjc 
lengA  of  time,  f6r  wiftit  of-  writing;  and,  therefir^^  I,' of 
Necessity,  Wake  nse  of  nemoriak,  andcoUeotioii  of^a|itaoi| 
to  -sapply '  titte  weakness  of  my  «Nlnory/'  And  when  &. 
Ignatius,  in  his  jouhiey  towards  martjfrdoas,  G0iifirnied4ie 
Mmrches  fibrongh  which  he  ^passSd,  by  private  eihaiSaiin— ^ 
itt  well  as  he  was  pen^itted^  he  exboitsd  tfattnaft,  tQ^adhtve 
to  the  tradition  of  the  apostles,  (Dtioaniiigilmfc  dooCtSne  adiieli 
was  pleached  by  theai  hi  their  ehu^oh^),  abd:added.liM 
^viee  ot  caution,  ''  That  be  esteemed  it  twas  rat  mianf  y;  ithat 
this  Midition  should  be  committed  lb. witling  V^  that itnigj^t 
be  pMs^nd  to  postasity':  and  reports  by  wotd  ofSmovtlyar* 
nneertiun,  that  for  wasit  of  good  rtcatda  Vive  oaBQQlteUaiv^ 


>  *« 
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k  Eoieb.  lib.  Hi.  Bcdei.  Hlit.  c.  56.  Otsc. 
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if\s^  «St. '  Plater's  flttcoess^r  iilimediiftdy;-*wli<Ktii^  tSifem^ens^; 
LiabSy  x>t  Anadetm*;  and  the  sabiBcriptioiiB  of  St.^lPtors 
•jl^idfies,  ^faavfag  no  record  but  the  tmcertain  roice  of  tradi- 
tion, are^  in  some  things,  evidently  ifaistaken,  and  in  some 
otheirSi  very  uncertain.     And  upon;  the  same  account,  lire 
cannot  tell  how  nlany  bishops  were  convened  at  Ifice^i 
Ensebius  says  they  were  two  hniidred  and 'fifty/    St.  AAa^ 
isasitis  says  iJhty  were  jttst  three  hundred.     'CustatiuS'^'hi 
"^fodofet,  says  th^  were  above  two  hundred  and  seventy, 
Soisotiieh  says-lh^y  were-  about  ihree   hundred  and  ten.' 
Epiphanias  and  others  say  &ey  were  ttiree  hundred  and 
eighteto.-     Aiid  wlien  we  consider  how  many  pretetlcecf 
have  bec^,  and  bre  daily  made  of  traditions  apostcAical, 
WVich  yet  are  not  so/ei  wise  man  wtH  take  heed,  lest  liis 
crednffity  and  good  'nature  make  him  to' become  a  fool.    St. 
Cl^menis  Alexandribas  says,  thkt  the  apostles  preached  to 
d^ad'inddete,  and  then  raised  them  to  life;  anddiat  the 
Greeks  w^te^ justified  by  their  philosophy;  and  accounts 
ttese  ynong  ^e  ancient  traditions.    Pope  Marcellus  °  was 
liMd  to  say,  l!hat  it  was  an  apostolical  tradition  or  canon,  tEat 
a  couticil  coald '  not  b^  ^aU'ed  but  by  the  authority  of  the 
biAofp  of  Rome':  btrt'flie  chutches  in  the  first  ages  practised 
iittierWisie,  and  the  KSreeks  never  beli^ v6d  it;  nor '  are  aQ  the 
kiSftin  churcbes'  of 'that  opinion/ as  shall  be  shown  in  th6 
sequel.     The  Second  canon  of  tiie  council  hi  Trullo  coni- 
Inaitds  observation  of  ho  less  than  ibur  score  and  flv'e  canons 
apostolital  'delivterred'to  t!he  church;  bu%,  besides  that  no 
^hAfdi  keepd  thefm,'  ther^  are  not  many  who  believe  that 
ihey  came  fironi  At  apostles.  ,  St.  Austin  said  tbat  the  com- 
mtihieating  of  infants  was  an   apostolical   tradition;  but 
ti^fthterthe  pr6testants  nor  the  papists  believe  him  in  that 
particular.   Clemens  Aleiandiinus  said  \  that  Christ  preached 
but  one  year:  St.  Irenseus  conftttes  that  tmdition  vebemently, 
«tid  Htfid  it  was  an  apostolical  tradition,  *'  That  Christ  was 
^6Ut  fifty  years  of  age  when  he  died,  and^  therefore,  it  muat 
JtleR.tb^t  he  pr^ac^ed  almost  twenty  yeai^s;  for  the  ScripiMe 
««ys -^  '  Jeans  began-  to  be  about  thirty  yeara  old,  when  he 
was  baptized;'  and  presently  after  he   bewail  to  preach.'* 

»  B«flltr.  ite  CMieH.  et  EbdHl  lib.  i.  c.  5.  s^ct.  I>e  Nnmero. 

*  tepwt.  «d  Epht.  Attliodi.  •  Stronat  lib.  i.,  lib.  ii.  c.  59. 

9  Matt.  iv.  ir.  Mtrk,  i.  U.  tiiiki,  III.  S3. 
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Now,  tlu0  story  of  the  great  age-  of  Christy  Irempns  say^^ 
''  That  all  the  old  men  that  were  with  St  John,  the  disciple 
of  oar  Lordy  say,  that  St.  John  did  deliver  onto  them."  Nay, 
not  only  so,  but  **  some  of  them  heard  the  same  from  others 
also  of  the  apostles.''  There  were  many  more  of  such  tradi- 
tions; ''  the  day  would  fail  to  reckon  all  the  unwritten 
mysteries  of  the  church,"  said  the  author  of  the  last  chapters 
of  the  book  '  de  Spiritu  Sancto,'  falsely  imputed  to  St.  Basil  ^: 
and  yet  he  could  reckon  but  a  few ;  all  the  rest  are  lost :  and 
of  those  that  remain,  some  are  not  at  all  observed  in  any 
church.  But  there  cannot  be  a  greater  instance  of  the  vanity 
of  pretending  traditions,  than  the  collection  of  the  canons 
apostolical  by  Clement,  which  Damascen '  reckons  as  parts  oS 
the  New  Testament,  that  is,  equal  to  canonical  writing  of  the 
apostles ;  but  Isidore  Hispalensis  says  %  ''  they  were  apocry-* 
phal,  made  by  heretics,  and  published,  in  the  name  of  the 
apostles ;  but  neither  the  fathers  nor  the  church  of  Bx>me  did 
give  assent  to  them  :**  and  yet  their  a^ithority  is  received  by 
many  in  the  church  of  Rome  even  at  this  day.  But  it  is  to 
be-  observed,  that  men  accept  them,  or  refuse  them,  not  ao> 
cording  to  their  authority,  which,  iv  aU  the  first  fifty  at  lei|8t, 
is  equal :  but  if  they  be  for  their  interest,  then  they  are 
apostolical ;  if  against  them,  then  they  are  interpolated,  and 
apocryphal,  and  spurious,  and  heretical ;  as  it  hath  hi4>pened 
in  the  fifth  canon,  and  the  eighty-fourth  and  eighty-fifUi. 

But  this  is  yet  more  manifest,  if  ^^  coi^ider  what  Origen 
says  %  **  No  man  oi^bt,  for  the  coftfirmatiop  of  doctrines,'' 
or  opinions,  **  to  use  books  which  are  not  caqoni^ed  Scrip<- 
tures."  Now,  for  aught  appears  to  the  contrary,  nuuqf 
traditions  were  two  or  three  hundred  years  old  the  first  day 
they  were  bom ;  and  it  is  not  easy  to  reckon  by  wh^t  means 

^  Cap.  «9*  '  Oitk  Fiil«y  lib.  i.  c,  tS.  * 

•  Ap«d  Qpitiaii.  ftltt*  IS.  e.  QmowBuek. 

*  Tract.  S6y  in  MatL  Oportet  canti  coasidf  mra,  nt  ate  omsia  wttMt^ 
que  ferontur  oomioe  Sanctororo,  soscipianras,  ph>pter  Jodsoft,  qai  forte  ad 
datractionnn  Teritatii  SerSptaranim  iiostramm  qaiedani  finxcmnt  coa- 
finaaotct  dogmata  (tXtk ;  nee  omsia  adjieiamaiy  qatt  pertiaeat  ad  dtuua 
•tfatiooem  Seriptararan  aoatraroai :  nagni  erfo  Yuri  ctl  andire  ct  adiliipleic 
qaod  dictum  est, '  Omnia  probate,  qnod  bonnro  eat  tenete.'  Taatcn  propter 
coi  qai  nan  potraot^  quasi  Trapeiit«,  inter  verba  discemere,  vera  babeantar 
an  falMy  et  non  possont  senietipios  cante  lenrare,  at  veram  qnidem  tencaat 
apod  se,  ab  omni  aatem  specie  mali  abstiiieant,  nemo  a|i  debet,  ad  con- 
fiinMtionero  dogmatum,  libris,  qui  saat  ejiira  canoniialaB  Scriptuiak. 
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ihe  fatherB  come,  or  might  come^  fo  admit  many  things  to  b^ 
tradition;  and  themselves  were  not  sare:  therefore,  they 
t&ade  rules  of  their  conjectttre,  presumptions,  and  sometimei 
weak  arguments.  It  will  be  much  more  hard  for  us  to  tell 
which  are  right  and  which  are  wrong, — who  have  nothing  but 
their  rules,  which  were  then  but  conjectural,  and  are  since 
proved  in  many  instances  to  be  improbable. 

1.  Such  is  that  rule  of  St.  Austin",  ''  Whatsoever  watf 
anciently  received,  and  not  instrtoted  (so  far  as  men  looking 
back  may  observe)  by  posterity,  that  is,  not  decreed  b^ 
councils,  may  most  rightly  be  believed  to  descend  from 
apostolical  tradition :"  that  is,  if  we  do  not  know  the  begin- 
ning of  a  universal  custom,  we  may  safely  conclude  it  to  be 
primitive  and  apostolic.  Which  kind  of  rule  is  something 
like  what  a  wit^  gentleman  said  of  an  old  man  and  an  old 
woman  in  Ireland ;  that  if  they  should  agree  to  say  that  they 
were  Adam  and  Eve,  no  man  living  could  disprove  them. 
But  though  these  persons  are  so  old  that  no  man  remembert 
their  beginning,  and  though  a  custom  be  immemorial,  and 
hath  prevailed  far  and  long ;  yet  to  reduce  this  to  the  begiri- 
ning  of  things  may  be  presumed  by  him  that  hath  a  mind  to 
it,  but  can  never  convince  him  that  hath  not.  And  it  is 
certain,  this  rule  is  but  a  precarious  pitiful  presumption, 
since  every  ancient  custom  that  BXif  succeeding  age  hath  Iei 
mind  to  continue,  may,  for  the  credit  of  it,  and  the  igno- 
rance of  the  original,  like  new  upstart  gentlemen,  be  enA- 
tuled  io  an  honourable  house.  **  Every  one  believes  tUe 
commandments  of  his  ancestors  to  be  traditions  apostolical^" 
said  St.  Jerome :  —  and  that  these  came  in  by  private  authb- 
rity,  and  yet  obtained  a  public  name,  we  have  competent 
warranty  from  Tertullian',  who  justifies  it  thus  far;  ''  Do 
you  not  think  it  lawftd  for  every  faithftil  man  to  appoint 
Whatever  he  thinks  may  please  Ood,  unto  discipline  and 
Sdviation?''  Aud^ ''  From  whomsoever  the  tradition  comeb, 
regard  not  the  author,  but  the  authority."  And  St.  Ireneeus 
tteHsr;t]iat  the  variety  of  keeping  lent,  which  puts  in  strongly 
also  to  be  an  apostolical  tradition,  began  among  his  an- 
cestor, '^  who  did  not  accurately  observe  their  customs,  who. 


■  He  Baptis.  contr.  Donst.  lib.  iv.  c.  t4,  et  e.  6. 

*  De  Cotonk  Millt.  c.  4.  '  Apod  Enscb.  lib.  c.  96.  Gr.  94.  IiSt. 


4^  aF  T|tAPITfONi$, 

\ff  AB|  pe^RteJa  «i|qf  licity  or  private  authority,  apppiol^A  aogc 

tU^iag  for'th^ir  posterit)^."    So  that  here  itisiappariept,  tha^ 

iey#iy  pirivate  maa  that,  was  of  an  ancient  atandiKkg.ia  tb^ 

pburohy  mi^t  introduce  cu^toma  apd  usages^  whiph  hinuielf 

tii^^ught  piona.    And  next,  it  is  also  eyidooit^  that  when  tkes/^ 

/CViatoauit  derived  frooK  th^r  ancestors,  happened  to  contjajoe 

in  a  lasting  use,  their  posterity  was  apt  to  call  them  trajdi- 

tio^a  apostoUqil:' according  to  T^ertuUian*,  w^o  confessed 

4^^f  very  thing-    Thus  things,  iadi£fei;ent4  being  esteem^^ 

WFefiil  or  pious,  bcfcame  ci;|aton»pry,  ap^  then  fame  for  re^ 

,¥ennfe:  into*a  putativ-e  a^d  i^rped  aifthorij^ :  but  they  who, 

ivuiipqg  diia  warning  firoqi  dije  v^eiy  persona  wl^ijice  the  misr 

rt^keicqm^s^'will  yet  swallow.,  the  hook^  de^rve  tq  lire  upon 

^  wi  fancy^and  t9  chew  deceit* 

\    3ut  this  topic'of  pretended  tradjltiou  is  th^e  most  fallible 

thing  in*  the  world;  for  it  is  disco^irered  of.  some  thii^gs,  tlm^ 

are  qall^  apontolical  tradition,,  that  thi&y  had  their  originiJ 

9{beij;ig  so.  esteemed  upon  the  authority  and  jreputatipii  4${ 

\Q0^  nuuiu    Some,  I  say^  have  been,  so  <li8cove];edL    Papia^ 

.was  t^  author  x^f  the  millenary  opinion,,  which  ptei^aiUd  for 

.i^boi^t  three  whole  age^ ;  and  Uiat  so  universally^  that'Juatin 

JMiyjrtyr  said  it  was  believe^  by.  aU  that  were  perl^ectly  pr- 

ifhodox;  ao4  yet  it  r^cu^  to.bim^  only  as  the  fountain  of  th^e 

.tiiii(^^Qn.    But  of  this  I  shaQ  say  no  more,^  because,  this 

.i)9#tpLnpc|  hath  l^en  by  othere  examined  and  c^^d.    The 

.pV^^mption  pfi  the  Virgin  Mt^y^ise^eemed  9r  traditictn.  ly^- 

.tf:^ical,  but  it  can  deri'ie  no  higher  .than  St.  Au9ti^%  who^ 

<'c(q9^b^ alone  broughtiotQ  the  chjorch  the ^ veneration  of  the 

iafsi^umptipn,;  which  StJ^^romeyetdajrat  not  be  confident  of. 

:,  But  the  tradition  ^  of  keeping:  l^ter;  on.  the  fg>u)rt^nth  dsQT 

,  pf  4he.j  rnQOU)  deri^yed  oQly  ^frpm  .^t  John^  and  the,  Aai^t^c 

,4h^hjops :  but  theother  from  S.t.Pet^r  an^  §t.  Paa^  j^rey^tiM* 

;  though  it  ha4  no  greater  a^l^hprity. .,  Bu^.tbe  cpmmnnicatin'g 

pf  ifi^U  prevailed  for  majoiy  ages  ix\  the  west,  an^ .  to  Utfs 

,  day  in  the  '^ast,  uid  w^nt.for  an  apostolical,  tradition  ^.  bpt 

.  thjd  fortune  of  it*  is.  changed,  apdit  now  paases  foic.  an  eifK>r : 


» I     •  1 
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traditio  conuictudiiu  morem  hime  dederit,  habitamm  quandoqoe  apbttoli 

aotoriuteia  ex  interpretatione  ratioois. 

*  In  Sem.  de  Aitoniptioqe,..  •    «    « 

^  Sjalnvtilpa^. Tract  61.  ip  R4>mt  6.  p.  468.  in  ni^rg ,  ^ :        . ,  >  .  i 


mjA^  Stk:  Jemiiifr*  daM^  ^  ht  wm:  an  «po«lolkill  tiiuliliciii^  tlw^t'it 
|>rie«lr  ahodd  neiw^  bapliiBe  without  <^n»Bi ;'  but  of  ibW-  w^ 
hwt  Boatoe  aay  t^ttumy  bfit  bm  o^>^» 

Bali besid48 lUs^tbere was  in th^ bugiiVQUig mf  Cbri^tifitii^ 
MUmit  apocryphal  baok»:  of  th^ae^  Origen'*  gave  gief|t;ca«^ 
ttoin;  and  bifoaiiib  liie  falsity  of  these  «Yei*y  goodrinan  oould 
ootr  diaaover, ,  therefore  h^  obargea.  them,  that  they  shonlii 
loffinr  to.  prar^  no  opinioti  fronn  tiny  hooka^  bat  frpoi  tbp 
Mnddioal:  Softptares^^asi  I  hava^  fdrtsady  quoted  hiit ;  but  thaif^ 
ward  very  busy  in  repofrtmg  ti«<ti^ofi8.  The  book  of  tteraHfs 
•aadUced  St.  Ctemens  of  Alex^mdria  into:  a  betief>  ^imi  ^ 
«|ioatIed  preached  ta.tbem  that  died  infidpla*  and«  theH'  rlpaed 
thibm.'to'iife:  and  the  apQcr]rpbfil.boo]M>. 'tinder  the  titloof 
:Pet6ii  and  Pauli  ^make  him;  beliaFO  that  the  Grdekt  w^e 
aaved  by  tbeit  philosophy :  and  the  Gospel  of  Nicodemusy  sp 
far  aayetiappeard^  was. author  of.  the  pretended  tradition  of 
.the  sigmng  with  iSke  sign  of  the  eross,  at  every  motio^i  of  tk^ 
.body ;  and  led  TeiitjilUanj  samI  St,  Biasil,  and,  in  cpnsequenof^ 

•  the  cfatUDchea  of  sucoeediag'  ^ea*  into  the  practice  of  it.  A 
Utile  thing  yrill  di»w  on  a  wilfing  mind^  and  nothing  is  ao 
orednlom.  as  piety  and  timorous  religiou;  wA  nothing  was 

jKko^  fearfol'to  displ^Eise  God,  and  curious  to, please  him, 

•  tbaoi  the  prinfitiye  Christiana,  and  every  thing  that  wouki 
in?ila-.tliem  to  wMi  they  ti^Qu^t  pioosy  vf^&.  sura  to*  pr^ywul; 

'^^  how.lnapy  au0h  pratfno^  ipight  enter  in  ^t  this  vide 
door,  eviory  man  can  easily  <^serve»  .  .  4 .. : 

Add  t0:tbis».  that  the  world  ia uQt agreed .aboiit« thieoo^pi- 
p^tmcjr.  of  the  testimauy;  or  what-  i$.auffipieiaLt  to.  prove 
•tiadition  to  be  apQataliccil-    Spjoae:  require  and  allow  only 
'ihe  tealbiinoBy  of;  the  pfesent.  cathQlio  cbarplVitQ  prove  a 
tttdttion;.  wbioh  Wii<y;  if  it  w^re  $qQQient»  then  jit  is  oeitaip, 
.tbatimaay.'/things.wbioh  the.  pHmitiYe  fathers  and  ohurebfs 
a^teediad  tradition>' would  be  found  not  to.  be  ^uoh;  b^u%e, 
.  ea  s^pters  in  divera  instances  above  reckoned,  they  aidmitted 
•manyitradiliidna  wbieb.tbe  present  ckuffob, rejects.    2.  If  tbfs 
'.teio  the  way^  ihaHi  truth?  were  aa.  v^^able  as  tiipie;,a|^ 
tkerd  00UI4  be  no.  deg^pees  of  Oredibility  in  testimony,  >ut  still 
the.  present  were  to  oany.iti;'  that  is>  evely  age  were,  to  be- 
lieve themselves,  and  no  body  else.    And  the  reason  of 

•  S.  Hierom.  dial.  adv.  Lncifcr.  <  Tract  96.  io  Matt. 
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these  tkingB  is  this,  becMse^MMM  thbgs  hare  in  tome  ages 
been  tmiversally  reoeiredy  in  others  nniyefeaUy  rejectedw    1 
instance  in  the  state  of  saints  departed,  which  once  was  the 
opinion  of  some  whole  ages ;  and  now  we  know  in  what 
ages  it  is  esteemed  an  error.    3.  The  communicating  infimta, 
before  instanced  in,  was  the  practice  of  the  church  for  six 
hundred  years  together.    Now  all  that  while,  there  was  no 
apostolical  tradition  against  this  docteine  and  practice,  or  at 
least  none  known* :  for,  if  there  had,  these  ages  would  not 
have  admitted  this  dootrine :  but  if  there  were  no  tradition 
against  it  at  that  time,  there  is  none  noww    And,  indeed,  the 
testimony  of  the  present  church  cannot  be  useful  in  the 
question  of  tradition,  if  ever  there  was  any  ^age  or  number 
of  drdiodoz  and  learned  men,  that  were  against  it :  only  in 
a  negative  way  it  can  be  pretended ;  that  is,  if  there  was  no 
doctrine,  or  practice,  or  report  ever  to  the  contrary,  then 
they  that  have  a  mind  to  i^  may  suppose,  or  hope,  it  was 
apostolical ;  or  at  least,  they  cannot  be  sure  that  it  was  not. 
But  this  way  can  never  be  useful  in  the  questions  of  Chris- 
tendom, because  in  them  there  is  father  against  son,  and 
son  against  father ;  Greeks  against  Latins :  and  their  minds 
differ  as  fir  as  east  and  west ;  and  therefore  it  cannot  be  m 
our  late  questions,  that  there  was  never  any  thing  said  to  the 
contrary ;  bat  if  there  was,  then  the  testimony  of  the  presoit 
chilrch  is  not  sufficient  to  prove  the  tradition  to  be  catholic 
and  apostolic.    4.  If  the  testimony  of  the  present  church 
Were  a  sure  record  of  tradition  apostolical,  then  it  is  because 
die  present  church  is  infallible ;  but  for  that,  there  ia  neither 
Scripture  nor  tradition :  or,  if  there  were  for  its  infallibflity 
in  matter  of  faith;  yet  there  is  none  for  its  infidlibility  in 
matter  of  fact;  and  such  is  the  tradition :  concerning  which 
the  question  only  is,  whether  such  a  thing  was  actually 
taught  l^  an  apostle,  and  tramsmitted  down  by  the  hand  of 
uninterrupted  succession  of  sees  and  churches  ?    ^  Antiquis- 
simum  quodque,  verissimum."    We  know  the  fountains  were 
pure ;  and  the  current,  by  how  much  the  nearer  it  is  to  the 
spring,  is  the  less  likely  to  be  corrupted.   And,  therefore, it 
is  a  beginning  at  the  wrong  end,  to  say,  the  present  diuich 


•  Maldonat.  iu  6  Job.  53.  Tide  etiam  Eipcaesom  de  Adormt  EttcharitU 
lib.  ii.  c.  It. 
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believes  this,  therefore  so  did  the  primitive:  but  |et  it  be 
shown  that  the  primitive  did  believe  this  4  for  else  it  is  out* 
facing  of  an  opponent ;  as  if  he  ought  to  be  ashamed  to  quca^- 
tion  whether  ypu  have  done  well,  or  no.  For,  if  that  question 
may  be  asked^  it  must  be  submitted  to  trial,  and  it  must  be 
answered;  and  the  holding  the  opinion,  will  not  justify  the 
holding  it;  that  must  be  done  by  something  else  :  therefore, 
the  sampler  and  the  sampled  must  be  compared  together ; 
and  it  will  be  an  ill  excuse,  if  a  servant,  who  delivers  3,  spotted 
garment  to  his  Lord,  and  tells  him,  '*  Thus  it  was  delivered 
to  mey  for  thus  you  see  it  now/'  If  he  can  prove  it  was  so 
at  firet,  he  may  be  justified,  but  else  at  no  hand.  And  I  and 
all  the  world  will  be  strangely  to  seek  what  the  church  of 
Rome  means,  by  making  conformity  to  the  primitive  church, 
a  note  of  the  true  church ;  if '  being  now  as  it  is '  be  the  rule 
for  what  it  ought  to  be :  for  if  so,  then  well  may  we  eiMiitiine 
the  primitive  church  by  the  present,  but  not  the  present  by 
the  primitive.  6.  If  the  present  catholic  church  were  infal- 
lible, yet  we  were  not  much  the  nearer,  unless  this  catholic 
church  could  be  consulted  with,  and  heard  to  speak;  nor 
then  neither,  unless  we  know  which  were'  indeed  the  catholic 
church.  There  is  no  word  in  Scripture,  that  the  testimony 
of  the  present  church  is  the  infallible  way  of  proving  the 
unwrittben  word  of  God ;  and  there  is  ho  tradition  that  it  is  so, 
that  I  ever  yet  heard  of ;  and  it  is  impossible  it  should  be  so, 
because  the  present  church  of  several  ages  has  had  con- 
trary traditions  :  and  if  neither  be,  why  shall  we  believe  it? 
if  there  be,  let  it  be  shown.  In  the  mean  time,  it  is  some- 
thing strange,  that  the  infallibility  of  a  church  should.be 
brought  to  prove  every  particular  tradition  ;  and  yet  itself  be 
one  of  those  particular  traditions  which  proves  itself. 

But  there  is'  a  better  way :  Vincentius  Lirinensis's  way, 
of  judgij^g  a  traditional  doctrine  to  be  apostolical  and  Divine, 
is, '  the  consent  of  all  churches,  and  all  ages.'  It  is  some- 
thing less  than  St.  Austin  ^  requires,  **  ecclesiarum  catholi- 
carum  quamplnrimiim  sequatur  (autoritatem),  inter  quas 
sane  iUffi  sunt,  quae  apostolicas  sedes  habere,  et  epistolas 
accipere  meruerunt."  He  speaks  it  of  the  particular  of 
judging  what  books  are  canonical ;  in  which,  as  tradition  is 

'  lib.  de  Doet.  Chrittiaiw,  c.  8. 
vot.  X.  G  G 
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the  way  to  judge,  so  the  rule  of  tradition  is  '  the  consent  of 
most  of  the  catholic  churches;  particularly,  those  places 
where  the  apostles  did  sit,  aud  to  which  the  apostles  did 
write/  But  this  fancy  of  St.  Austin  is  to  be  understood  so, 
as  not  to  be  measured  by  the  practice,  but  by  the  doctrine 
of  the  apostolical  churches.  For  that  any,  or  more  of  these 
churches  did,  or  did  not  do  so,  is  no  argument,  that  such  a 
Custom  came  from  the  apostles ;  or  if  it  did,  that  it  did  oblige 
Succeeding  ages :  unless  this  custom  began  by  a  doctrine^ 
and  that  the  tradition  came  from  the  apostles,  with  a  deda* 
ration  of  its  perpetual  obligation.  And  therefore  this  is  only 
of  use  in  matters  of  necessary  doctrine.  But  because  there 
are,  in  this  question,  many  differing  degrees  of  authority ;  he 
says  that  our  assent  is  to  be  given  accordingly :  ''  Those 
which  are  received  of  all  the  catholic  churches,  are  to  be 
preferred  before  those  which  are  not  received  by  all ;  and  of 
these,  those  are  to  be  preferred,  which  have  the  more  and 
the  graver  testimony :  but  if  it  should  happen,  which  yet  is 
not,  that  some  are  witnessed  by  the  more,  and  others  by 
the  graver,  let  the  assent  be  equaJ." — ^This,  indeed,  is  a  good 
way  to  know  nothing ;  for  if  one  apostolical  church  differ 
from  another  in  a  doctrinal  tradition,  no  man  can  tell  whom 
to  follow,  for  they  are  of  equal  authority ;  and  nothing  can 
be  thence  proved,  but  that  oral  tradition  is  an  uncertain  way 
of  conveying  a  doctrine.  But  yet  this  way  of  St.  Austin  is 
of  great  and  approved  use,  in  the  knowing  what  books  are 
canonical ;  and  in  these  things  it  can  be  had,  in  some  more, 
in  some  less,  in  all  more  than  can  be  said  against  it :  and 
there  is  nothing  in  succeeding  times,  to  give  a  check  to  our 
assent  in  their  degrees,  because  the  longer  the  snecession 
runs,  still  the  more  the  church  was  established  in  it.  But  yet 
concerning  those  books  of  Scripture,  of  which  it  was  long 
doubted  in  the  church,  whether  they  were  part  of  the  apos- 
tolical canon  of  Scripture ;  there  ought  to  be  no  pretence, 
that  they  were  delivered  for  such  by  the  apostles,  at  least  not 
by  those  churches,  who  doubted  of  them :  unless  they  will 
•confess,  that  either  their  churches  were  not  founded  by  an 
apostle ;  or  that  the  apostle,  who  founded  them,  was  not 
iaithful  in  his  office,  in  transmitting  all  that  was  necessary; 
or  else  that  those  books,  particularly  the  epistle  to  Uie 
Hebrews,  &c.  were  no  necessary  part  pf  the  canon  of  Scrip- 
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tare ;  or  else^  laBtly,  that  that  church  was  no  faithful  keeper 
of  the  tradition  which  came  from  the  apostle.    All  which 
things,  because  they  will  be  denied  by  the  church  of  Rome 
concerning  themselves,  the  consequent  will  be,  that  tradi- 
tion is  an  uncertain  thing ;  and,  if  it  cannot  be  entire  and 
full  in  assigning  the  canon  of  Scripture,  it  is  hardly  to  be 
trusted  for  any  thing  else  which  consists  of  words*  subject 
to  divers  interpretations.    But  in  other  things,  it  may  be, 
the  case  is  not  so :  for  we  find  that  in  divers  particulars,  to 
prove  a  point  to  be  a  tradition  apostolical^  use  is  made  of  the 
testimony  of  the  three  first  ages.    Indeed,  these  are  the 
likeliest  to  know ;  but  yet  they  have  told  us  of  some  things  to 
be  traditions,  which  we  have  no  reason  to  believe  to  be  such. 
Only  thus  far  they  are  useful ;  if  they  never  reported  a  doe- 
trine,  it  is  the  less  likely  to  descend  from  the  apostles ;  and 
if  the  order  of  succession  be  broken  any  where,  the  sue* 
ceeding  ages  can  never  be  surer.    If  they  speak  against  a 
doctrine,  as  for  example,  against  the  half- communion,  we 
are  sure,  it  was  no  tradition  apostolical;  if  they  speak  not  at 
all  of  it,  we  can  never  prove  the  tradition ;  for  it  may  have 
come  in  since  that  time,  and  yet  come  to  be  thought  or 
called  *  tradition  apostolical '  from  other  causes,  of  which  I 
have  given  account.     And,  indeed,  there  is  no  security  suf- 
ficient, but  that  which  can  never  be  had;  and  that  is,  the 
universal  positive  testimony  of  all  the  church  of  Christ; 
which  he  that  looks  for  in  the  disputed  traditions,  pretended 
by  the  church  of  Rome,  may  look  as  long  as  the  Jews  do  for 
their  wrong  Messias.    Sa  much  as  this  is,  can  never  be  had ; 
and  less  than  this  will  never  do  it.     I  will  give  one  consi- 
derable instance  of  this  afiair :  **  The  patrons  of  the  opinion 
of  the  immaculate  conception  of  the  blessed  Virgin-mother, 
allege,  that  they  have  the  consent  of  almost  the  universal 
church,  and  the  agreeing  sentences  of  all  universities,  espe- 
cially of  the  chief,  that  is,  of  Paris ;  where  no  man  is  admitted 
to  be  master  in  theology,  unless  he  binds  himself  by  oath  to 
maintain  that  doctrine.    They  allege,  that  since  this  question 
began  to  be  disputed,  almost  all  the  masters  in  theology,  all 
the  preachers  of  the  word  of  God,  all  kings  and  princes, 
republics  and  peoples,  all  popes  and  pastors,  and  religions, 
except  a  part  of  one,  consent  in  this  doctrine.     They  say, 
that  of  those  authors,  which  ar^  by  the  other  side  pretended 
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against  it,  some  are  falsely  cited,  others  are  wrested  and 
brought  in  against  their  wills ;  some  are  scarce  worth  the 
remembering,  and  are  of  an  obsolete  and  worn-out  autho- 
rity."    Now  if  these  men  say  true,  then  they  prove  a  tra* 
dition,  or  else  nothing  will  prove  it  but  a  consent  absolutely 
.  universal,  which  is  not  to  be  had.     For,  on  tlie  other  side ; 
*'  They  that  speak  against  the  iinmaculate  conception  of 
the  blessed  Virgin,  particularly  cardinal  Cajetan,  bring,  as  he 
says,  the  irrefragable  tiestimony  of  fifteen  fathers  against  it: 
others  bring  no  less  than  two  hundred ;  and  Bandellus  brings 
in  almost  three  hundred:"  and  that  will  go  a  great  way 
to  prove  a  tradition.     But  thbt  this  also  is  not  sufficient,  see 
what  the  other  side  say  to  this.    "  They  say,  that  Scotus,and 
Holcot,  and  Ubertinus  de  Casalis,  and  the  old  definition  of  the 
university  of  Paris,  and  St.  Ambrose,  and  St.  Austin,  are 
brought  in  falsely  or  violently ;  and  if  they  were  not,  yet 
they  say,  it  is  an  illiteral  disputation,  and  not  far  from  so- 
phistry, to  proceed  in  this  way  of  arguing :  for  it  happens 
sometimes  that  a  multitude  of  opiners  proceed  only  from 
one  famous  doctor ;  and  that  when  the  Donatists  did  glory 
in  the  multitude  of  authors,  St.  Austin  answered,  that  it  was 
a  sign  the  cause  wanted  truth,  when  it  endeavoured  to  rely 
alone  upon  the  authority  of  many :  and  that  it  was  not  fit 
to  relate  the  sentiment  of  St  Bernard,  Bonaventure,  Thomas, 
and  other  devotees  of  the  blessed  Virgin,  as  if  they  were 
most  likely  to  know  her  privileges,  and  therefore  woidd  not 
have  denied  this  of  the  inmiaculate  conception,  if  it  had  been 
her  due.     For  she  hath  many  devout  servants  the  world 
knows  not  of:  and  Elisha,  though  he  had  the  spirit  of  Elias 
doubled  upon  him,  yet  said, '  Dominus  celavit  k  me,  et  non 
indicavit  mihi.;'  and  when  Elias  complained  he  was  left  alone, 
God  said  he  had  seven  thousand  more.    And  the  apostles 
did  not  know  all  things ;  and  St.  Peter  walked  not  according 
to  the  truth  of  the  Gospel ;  and  St.  Cyprian  erred  in  the 
point  of  rebat)tizing  heretics.     For  God  hath  not  given  all 
things  unto  all  persons,  that  every  age  may  have  proper 
truths  of  its  own,  which  the  former  age  knew  not." — ^Thus 
Salmeron*  discourses,  and  this  is  the  way  of  many  others 
more  eminetft;  who  make  use  of  authority  and  antiquity 

•  Sslaeimi.  diip.  51.  in  Horn.  v. 
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when  it  serves  their  turn ;  and  whai  it  does  not,  it  is  of  no 
use,  and  of  no  value. 

But  if  these  things  be  thus,  then  how  shall  tradition  be 
proved  ?  If  the  little  remnant  of  the  Dominican  party,  which 
are  against  the  immaculate  conception,  should  chance  to 
be  brought  off  from  their  opinion  (as,  if  the  rest  of  the  other 
orders,  and  many  of  this  be  already,  it  is  no  hard  thing  to 
conjecture,  that  the  rest  may),  and  that  the  whole  church,  as 
they  will  then  call  it,  be  of  one  mind,  shall  it  then  be  reason- 
able to  conclude,  that  then  this  doctritie  was  and  is  an  apos- 
tolical tradition ;  wheA,  as  yet,  we  knOw  and  dare  say,  it  is 
not  ?  That  is  the  case,  and  that  is  the  new  doctrine :  but 
how  impossible  it  is  to  be  true,  and  how  little  reason  there 
is  in  it,  is  now  too  apparent.  I  see  that  vowing  to  saints  is 
now  at  Rome  accounted  an  apostolical  doctrine :  but  with  what 
confidence  can  any  Jesuit  tell  rae  that  it  is  so,  when  by  the 
confession  of  their  chief  parties  it  came  in  later  than  the 
fountains .  of  apostolical .  doctrines  ?  ^^  When  the  Stcriptures 
were  written,  the  use  of  vowing  to  saints  was  not  begun,'' 
saith  Bellarmine^;  and  cardinal  Perron'  confesses,  that  in 
the  authors  more  near  to. the  apostolical  age,  no  footsteps  of 
this  custom  .can.be,  found.  Where. then  is  the  tradition 
apostolical?  or  can  the  affirmation  of  the  present . church 
make  it  so?  To  make  a'  new  thing  is  easy,  but.  no  man  can 
make  an  .old  thing. 

The  consequence  of  these  things  is  this :  all  the  doclrines 
of  &ith  and  good  life  are  contained  and  expressed  in  the 
plain  places  of  Scripture ;  and  besides  it,  there  are  and  there 
can  be  no  articles  pf  faith :  and,  therefore,  they  who  introduce 
other  articles,  and  upon  other  principles,  introduce  a  faith 
unknown  to  the  apostles  and  the  fathers  of  the  church. 
And  that  the  church  of  Rome  does  this,  I  shall  manifest 
in  the  following  discourses. 


^  De  Cnltn  Sadct.  lib.  iii.  c.  9.  Sect.  Pneterea. 
*  Cootre  le  Roi  Jacqaes. 
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SECTION  IV. 

There  is  nothing  of  necessity  to  be  believed,  which  the  apostolieml 

Churches  did  not  believe. 

In  the  first  part  of  'the  Dissuasive/  it  was  said,  that  the 
two  testaments  are  the  fountains  of  faith ;  and  whatsoerer 
(viz.  as  belonging  to  the  faith,)  came  in  after  these, '  foris  est,' 
.  *  is  to  be  cast  out ;'  it  belongs  not  to  Christ :  and  now,  I  sup- 
pose, what  was  then  said  is  fully  yenned.  And  the  church 
of  Rome,  obtruding  many  propositions  upon  the  behef  of  the 
church,  which  are  not  in  Scripture,  and  of  which  Aey  can 
nerer  show  any  universal  or  apostolical  tradition,  urging 
those  upon  pain  of  damnation,  imposing  an  absolute  neces- 
sity of  believing  such  points,  which  were  either  denied  by 
the  primitive  church,  or  were  counted  but  indifferent,  and 
matters  of  opinion,  hath  disordered  the  Christian  religioo, 
and  made  it  to-day  a  new  thing,  and  uidike  the  great  and 
glorious  founder  of  it,  who  **  is  the  same  yesterday,  and 
to-day,  and  for  ever.**  The  charge  here  then  is  double: 
they  have  made  new  necessities,  and  they  have  made  new 
articles. 

I  choose  to  speak  first  of  their  tyrannical  manner  of  im- 
posing their  articles ;  viz.  every  thing  under  pain  of  danuift- 
tion:  the  other  of  the  new  matter,  is  the  subject  of  the 
following  sections. 

First  then,  I  allege  that  the  primitive  church,  being  tanght 
by  Scripture  and  the  examples  apostolical,  affirmed  but  few 
things  to  be  necessary  to  salvation*  They  believed  the 
whole  Scriptures ;  every  thing  they  had  learned  there,  they 
equally  believed :  but  because  every  thing  was  not  of  equal 
necessity  to  be  believed,  they  did  not  equaUy  kam  and 
teach  all  that  was  in  Scripture.  But  the  apostles,  say  some, — 
others  say,  that  iounediateiy  after  them  the  church,— did  agree 
upon  a  creed,  a  symbol  of  articles  which  were,  in  the  whole, 
the  foundation  of  iaith,  the  ground  of  the  Christian  hope ; 
and  that,  upon  which  charity,  oi^good  life,  was  to  be  built. 
There  were  in  Scripture  many  creeds ;  the  Gentiles'  creed, 
Martha's  creed,  the  Eunuch's  creed,  St.  Peter's  creed,  St. 
Paul's  creed ;  **  to  believe  that  God  is,  and  that  he  is  the 
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ie  warder  of  them  that  seek  him  diligently*;"  **  to.  believe^ 
that  Jesus  Christ  is  the  Son  of  the  living  God/'  that  *'  Jesus 
is  come  in  the  flesh ^;"  that  he  ^^rose  again  from  the  dead;" 
these  confessions  were  the  occasions  of  admirable  effects ; 
by  the  first  the  Gentiles  come  to  God ;  by  the  folio  wing, 
blessedness  is  declared,  salvation  is  promised  to  him  that 
believes ;  and  to  him  that  confesses  this,  **  God  will  come 
and  dwell  in  him,  and  he  shall  dwell  in  God ;"  and  this  '^belief 
is  the  end  of  writing  the  Gospel,"  as,  haTtng  life  through 
Christ,  is  the  end  of  this  belief:  and  all  this  is  more  fully 
explicated  by  St.  Paul's  creed ;  "  This  is  the  word  of  fai^ 
which  we  preach,  that  if  thou  shalt  confess  with  thy  mouth 
the  Lord  Jesus,  and  shalt  believe  in  thine  heart,  that  God 
hath  raised  him  from  the  dead,  thou  ahalt  be  saved**."  This 
is  **  the  word  of  faith;"  which  if  we  confess  with  our  mouths, 
and  entertain  and  believe  in  our  heart ;  that  as,  do  live  ac^ 
cording  to  it,  we  shall  certainly  be  saved.  If  we  acknowr 
ledge  Christ  to  be  our  Lord,  that  is^  our  lawgiver,  and  our 
Saviour,  to  rescue  us  from  our  sins  and  their  just  consequents, 
we  have  all  faith ;  and  nothing  else-  can  be  the  foundation^ 
but  such  articles  which  are  the  confession  of  those  two  truths, 
Christ  Jesus  ^  our  Lord,'  Christ  Jesus  ^  our  Saviour;'  that  by 
fiuth  we  be  brought  unto  obedience  and  love ;  and  by  this 
love  we  be. brought  to  Christ,  and  by  Christ  unto  God; 
this  is  the  whole  complexion  of  the  Christian  faith,  the  eco<- 
Bomy  of  our  salvation.  There  are  many  other  doctrines  of 
Christianity  of  admirable  use,  and  fitted  to  great  purposes 
of  knowledge  and  government;  but  'Hhe  word  of  faith"  (as 
St.  Paul'  calls  it),  that  which  the  apostles  preached,  viz.  to 
all,  and  as  of  particular  remark,  and  universal  efficacy,  and 
absolute  sufficiency  to  salvation,  is  that  which  is  described 
by  himself  in  those  few  words  now  quoted ;  ^'  Other  founda- 
tion than  this,  no  man  can  lay,  that  is,  Jesus  Christ  ^"  Every 
thing  else  is  but  a  superstructure ;  and  though  it  may,  if  it 
be  good,  be  of  advantage ;  yet  if  it  be  amiss,  so  the  foundat- 
tion  be  kept,  it  will  only  be  matter  of  loss  and  detriment, 

*  Matt.  x¥i.  16.  *^  Heb.  xi.  6. 
«  1  Jolio,  iv.  3.  &  15.  John,  xz.  91.  &  xi.  x7. 

^  Rom.  X.  8.  Matt,  x*  St,  Marc.  Tiii.  38.  Luc.  ix.  36.  Sc  xii.  6.   t  Tim. 
il.  18.  Apoeal.  iii.  5. 

•  Rom.  X.  8.  '1  Cor.  iii.  ii. 


466  WHAT  THINGS  NECEfiSAEY 

bat  consistent  with  salTation.  And  thetefore  St.  Pa^  jvdged^ 
that  he  would  **  know  nothing  but  Jesas  Qirist  and  Um  era- 
cified/'  And  this  is  the  sum  total  of  all;— this  is  the 
Gospel : — so  St.  PauU  most  fully  ;  **  I  declare  unto  you  the 
Gospel  which  I  preached  unto  you,  which  also  ye  have  re- 
cei?ed,  and  wherein  ye  stand,  by  which  also  ye  aie  saved, 
if  ye  keep  in  memory  what  I  have  preached  unto  yon,  unless 
ye  have  believed  in  vain  :"and  what  is  this  Gospel,  this  word 
'  preached  and  received/  that '  by  which  ye  stand/  and  that 
*  by  which  we  are  saved  V  It  is  nothing  but  this,  ^'  I  delivered 
unto  you  first  of  all  that  which  I  received,  how  that  Christ 
died  for  our  sins  according  to  the  Scriptures,  and  that  he 
was  buried,  and  that  he  rose  again  the  third  day,  according 
to  the  Scriptures/' — ^This  was  the '  traditum/  the '  depdsitnm/ 
this  was  the  '  evangelium  /  Christ  died :  *'  he  died  for  our 
sins,  and  he  rose  again  for  us  /'  and  this  being  the  great 
tradition  by  which  they  tried  the  spirits,  yet  it  was  laid  up 
in  Scriptures.  That  Christ  died,  was  according  to  the  Scrip- 
tures ;  that  he  rose  again,  was  according  to  the  Scriptures ; 
and  that  St.  Paul  twice,  and  that  so  immediately,  remarks 
this,  is  not  without  mystery ;  but  it  can  imply  to  us  nothing 
but  this,  that  our  whole  faith  is  laid  up  in  the  Scriptures ; 
and  this  faith  is  perfected,  as  to  the  essentiality  of  it,  in  the 
death  and  resurrection  of  Christ ;  as  being  the  whole  eco- 
nomy of  our  pardon  and  justification.  And  it  is  yet  iurlher 
remarkable,  that  when  St.  Paul,  as  he  often  does,  renews 
and  repeats  this  Christian  creed ;  he  caUs  upon  us  not  to  be 
wise^  above  what  is  written;  and  to  be  wise  unto  sobriety. 
Which  he  afterwards  expounding,  says ;  ^'  He  that  prophe- 
sies, let  him  do  it  according  to  the  proportion  of  faith  ;''  that 
is,  if  he  will  enlarge  himself  he  may,  and  prophesy  greatly; 
but  still  to  keep  himself  to  the  analogy  of  faith;  not  to  go 
beyond  that,  not  to  be  wiser  than  that  measure  of  sobriety. 
And  if  we  observe  the' three  sermons  of  St.  Peter,  the  sehnon 
of  St.  Philip  and  St.  Silas,  the  sermons  of  St  Paul  often 
preached  in  the  synagogues;  they  were  all  but  this^:  that 
^  Jesus  Christ  is  the  Son  of  God  /  that  '  he  is  the  Lord  of 

•  1  Cor.  ii.  «.  f  1  Cor.  xv.  3,  4. 

k  1  Cor.  iv.  6.    Ron.  xii.  3.  '  Rom.  xii.  6. 

^  Acta,  ii.  €4.  6l  iii.  it.  AcU,  viii.  19,  37, 38.  Acts,  ix.  SO.  A  X¥ii.  S. 
H  %y\,  31.  it  x?ii.  S,  18,  SO,  31. 
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all;' that  <he  is  the  Cbriet  of  Ood/  that  'Ood  anointed 
him/  that  '  he  was  oracified,  and  raised  again  from  the 
dead ;'  and  that  '  repentance  and  remission  of  sins  was  to 
be  preached  in  his  naibe/ 

*  But  as  the  spirit  of  Ood  did  purpose  for  ever  with  strict- 
ness, to  retain  the  simplicity  of  faith,  so  also  he  was  pleased 
so  far  to  descant  upon  the  plain  ground,  as  to  make  the 
mystery  of  godliness  to  be  clearly  understood  by  aH  men* 
Andy  therefore,  that  we  might  -see  it  necessary  to  believe 
in  Jesus,  it  was  necessary  we  should  understand  he  was  a 
person  to  be  relied  upon,  that  he  was  infinitely  credible, 
powerful,  and  wise,  just,  and  holy;  and  that  we  might 
perceive  it  necessary  and  profitable  to  obey  him,  it  was  fit 
we  understood  why;  that  is,  what  good  would  follow  him 
that  is  obedient,  and  what  evil  to  the  refractory.  This  was 
all ;  and  this,  indeed,  was  the  necessary  appendage  of  the 
•'simple '  and  pure  word  of  faith  ;  and  this  the  apostles 
drew  into  a  symbol,  and  particular  minute^  of  articles. 
^Now,  although  the  first  was  sufficient;  yet,  they, — know^ 
ing  it  was 'fit  we  should  understand  this  simpKcify,  with 
•the  investiture  of  some  circumstances;  and  yet,  knowing 
that  it'  was  not  fit  the  simplicity  of  feith  should  be 
troubled  with  new  matter,-r-were  pleased  to  draw  the  whole 
'info  a'  scheme,  sufficient  and  intelligible,  but  nothing  per- 
•plei^ed,  nothing  impertinent;-  and  this  the  church  hath  called 
^the  apostles'  creed ;  which  contains  all  that  which  is  neces- 
•sary  to  be  inquired  after,  and  believed  by  a  universal  and 
*pHme  necessity.  '   • 

True  it  is,  other  things  may  become  necessary,  by  acci- 
dent, and  collateral  obligations ;  and  if  we  come  to  know 
what  Ood,  in. the  abundance  of  his  wisdom  and  goodness, 
hath  spoken  to  mankind,- we  are  bound  to  believe  it:  but 
the  case  is  different.  Many  things  may  be  necessary  to 
be  believed,  that  we  may  acknowledge  God's  veracity ;  and 
so  also  many  things  are  necessary  to  be  done,  in  obedience 
to  the  empire  and  dictates  of-  the  conscience,  which  often- 
'times  hath  authority,  when  she  hath  no  reason  ;  and  is  a 
peremptory  judge,  when  she  is  no-  wise  counsellor.  But 
'though  these  things  are  true,  yet  nothing  is  a  necessary 
artacle  of  faith,-  but  that  which  ministers,  necessarily,  to  the 
great  designs  of  the  goii^pel,  that  is,'  a  life  conformable  to 
God,  a  God-like  Ufe,  .and  an  imitation  of  the  Holy  Jesus. 
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To  believe,  and  to  have  faith  in  the  evangelical  sense,  are 
things  very  diiFerent.  Every  man  is  bound  to  have  faith  in 
all  the  proper  objects  of  it.  But  only  some  men  are'  bound 
to  believe  truths,  which  are  not  matters  of  faith.  This  obliges 
upon  supposition  of  a  manifest  discovery,  which  may,  or 
may  not  happen;  but  in  the  other  case  we  are  bound  to 
inquire ;  and  all  of  us  must  be  instructed,  and  every  man 
must  assent:  and  without  this  we  cannot  be  Christ's  dis- 
ciples ;  we  are  rebels,  if  we  oppose  the  other,  and  no  good 
man  can  or  does. 

For  if  he  be  satisfied,  that  it  is  the  word  and  mind  of 
Ood,  he  must  and  will  believe  it;  he  cannot  choose;  and 
if  he  will  not  confess  it,  when  he  thinks  God  bids  him,  or 
if  he  opposes  it  when  he  thinks  God  speaks  it,  he  is  malicious 
and  a  villain ;  but  if  he  does  not  believe  God  said  it,  then 
he  must  answer  for  more  than  he  knows,  or  than  he  ought 
to  believe,  that  is,  the  articles  of  faith:  but  we  are  not 
subjects  or  children,  unless  we  consent  to  these.  The  other 
cannot  come  into  the  common  accoupts  of  mankind,  but  as 
a  man  may  become  a  law  unto  himself,  by  a  confident,  an 
unnecessary,  and  even  a  false  persuasion  (because,  even  an 
erring  conscience  can  bind),  so  much  more  can  God  become 
a  law  unto  us,  when  we,  by  any  accident,  come  into  the 
knowledge  of  any  revelation  from  God :  but  these  are  not 
the  Christian  faith,  in  the  strict  and  proper  sense ;  that  is^ 
these  are  not  the  foundation  of  our  religion ;  many  a  man 
is  a  good  Christian  without  them,  and  goes  to  heaven, 
though  he  know  nothing  of  them;  but  without  these,  no 
Christian  can  be  saved. 

Now^  then,  the  apostles,  the  founders  of  Christianity, 
knowing  the  natur^,  design,  efficacy,  and  purpose  of  the 
artidss  of  faith,  selected  such  propositions,  which  in  con- 
junction did  integrate  our  faith,  and  were  therefore  necessary 
to  be  believed  unto  salvation;  not  because  these  articles 
were^  for  themselves,  commanded  to  be  believed ;  but  because, 
without  the  beUef  of  them,  we  could  not  obtain  the  purposes 
and  designs  of  faith ;  that  is,  we  could  not  be  enabled  to 
serve  God,  to  destroy  the  whole  body  of  sin,  to  be  partakers 
of  the  divine  nature.  This  collect  or  symbol  of  propositions 
is  that  which  we  call  the  apostles'  creed,  which  I  idiall 
endeavour  to  prove,  to  have  been  always  in  the  primitive 
church,  esteemed  a  full  and  perfect  digest  of  ail  the  necessar>' 
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and  fundamental  articles  of  Cbristian  religion:  and  thai 
beyond  this,  the  Christian  faith^  or  the  foundation,  was  not 
to  be  extended ;  but  this,  as  it  was  in  the  whole  complexion 
necessaryy  so  it  was  sufficient  for  all  men  unto  salvation. 

St.  Paul  gave  us  the  first  formal  intimation  of  this 
measure,  in  his  advices  to  St.  Timothy ' :  *'  Hold  fast  the 
form  of  sound  words,  which  thou  hast  heard  of  me,  in  faith 
and  love,  which  is  in  Christ  Jesus.-  That  good  thing  which 
was  committed  unto  thee,  keep  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  which 
dwelleth  in  us/'  This  was  the  '  depositum/  that  St.  Paul 
left  with  Timothy ;  the  '  hypotyposis'  or  summary  of  Chris- 
iian  belief,  the  Christian  creed,  which  St.  Paul  opposes  to 
;khe  '^profane  new  talkings,"  and  the  'disputations"  of 
pretended  learning*" ;  meaning,  that  this  symbol  of  faith  is 
the  thing  on  which  dl  Christians  are  to  rely,  and  this  is  the 
measure  of  their  faith;  other  things,  it  is  odds,  but  they 
are  babblings,  ai^d  profane  quarreling,  and  unedifying  argu- 
mentations. St.  Ignatius  recites  the  substance  of  this 
cosed,  in  four  of  the  epistles  usually  attributed  to  him»,  some 
of  which  are  witnessed  by  Eusebius  and  St.  Jerome ;  and 
adds,  at  the  end  of  it,  this  epiphonema ;  '*  Hsec  qui  phin^ 
cogndrit  et  crediderit,  beatus  est."  And  St.  Ireneeus",  reciting 
the  saaie  creed,  or  form  of  words,  differing  only  in  order  of 
piiacing  them,  but  justly  the  same  articles  and  foundation 
of  fiiith,  affirms  that  this  is  ''  the  faith  which  the  Catholic 
churoh,  to  the  Tery  ends  of  the  earth,  hath  received  ftom 
the  apostles  and  their  disciples.''  And  this  is  that  tradition 
apostolical,  of  which  the  churches  of  old  did  so  much  glory, 
and  to  which,  with  so  much  confidence  they  appealed,  and 
by  which  they  provoked  the  heretics  to  trial.  **  This  preach- 
ing', and  this  faith,  when  the  church  scattered  over  the  face 
of  the  world  had  received,  she  keeps  diligently,  as  dwelling 
in  one  house;  and  believes,  as  having  one  soul  and  one 
heart ;  and  preaches  and  teaches,  and  delivers  these  things^ 
as  possessing  one  mouth.  For,  although  there  are  divers 
speeches  in  the  worid,  yet  the  force  of  the  tmdition  is  one 
wd  the  same.    Neither  do  the  churches  founded  in  Germany 

>  f  Tim.  i.  13.  ■  1  Tim.  vi.  «0. 

"  EpUl.  ill.  ad  Magnet,  et  v.  ad  Philipp.  et  vii.  ad  Smymeos.  et  xi.  ad 
Ephesiot. 
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believe  otherwise,  ^  aut  aliter  tndmA/  ^  or  liaw  Mgr'  ofiier 
tradition;'  nor  the  Iberian  chnrchee,  or  ^oae  Mioo^  Ae 
CeltsBy  nor  the  churches  in  the  east,  ia  Egjrp^  or  in  Libya, 
nor  those  winch  are  in  the  midst  of  the  world.?    But  he 
adds,  that  this  is  not  only  for  the  ignorant,  the  idiots  or 
catechumeni ;  but  "  neither  he  who  is  most  eloquent  among 
the  bishops,  can  say  any  other  things  than  these ;  for  no 
man  is  above  his  master :  neither  hath  he  that  is  the  lowest 
in  speaking,  lessened  the  tradition ;  for  the  faith  is  one  and 
the  same :  he  that  can  speak  much,  can  speak  no  more ; 
and  he  that  speaks  little,  says  no  less/'    This  creed  also 
he  recites  again,  affirming,  that  even  those  nations,  who  had 
not  yet  received  the  books  of  the  apostles  and  evangelists, 
yet  by  this  confession  and  this  creed  did  '  please  God,  and 
were  most  wise  through  faith  ^;'  for  this  is  that  which  he 
calls,  the  **  tradition  of  the  truth ;"  that  is,  of  that  truth 
which  the  apostles  taught  the  church;  and  by  the  actual 
retention  of  which  truth  it  is,  that  the  church  is  rightly 
called,  *'  the  pillar  and  ground  of  truth,"  by  St.  Paul }  and 
in  relation  to  this,- St.  Irenseus  reckoned  it  to  be  att  one'^ 
*'  extra  veritatem,  id  est,  extra  ecclesiam."    Upon  diw  eo&^ct 
of  truths  the  church  was  founded,  and  upon  this  it  WM  built 
up;  and  in  this,  all  the  apostolical  churches  did  hope  for 
life  eternal ;   and  by  this  they  *  opposed  all  schisms  and 
heresies ;  as  knowing  what  their  and  our  great  Master  himself 
said  in  his  last  sermon,  '^This  is  life  eternal  to  know  thee 
the  only  true  God,  and  Jesus  Christ'  whom  thou  hast  sent/' 
This,  also,  is  most  largely  taught  by  TertuUian',  who, 
when  he  had  recited  the  apostolical  creed,  in  the  words  and 
form  the  church  then  used  it,  calls  it  the  '^  Rule  of  faith  ;" 
he  affirms  ^'  this  rule  to  have  been  instituted  by '  Christ ;" 
he  affirms,  that  "  it  admits  of  no  questions ;  and  bath  .none 
but  those  which  the  heresies  brought  in,  and  which  indeed 
make  heretics."    •''  But  this  fonn  remaining  in  its  order, 
you  may  seek  and  handle,  and  pour  out  all  the  desires  of 
curiosity,  if  any  thing  seems  ambiguous  or  obscure,  in  case 
any  brother  be  a  doctor  endued  with  the  grace  of  knowledge; 
but  be  curious  with  yourself,  and  seek  with  yourself:  hut 

4  Lib.  lii.  cap.  4.  Propter  fidem  per  qmun  sapicntistimi  Mat. 
'  Lib.  if.  cap.  62.  *  Jobii,  zvii.  3. 

*  Tertul.  de  prsscriptyadv.  haeret  c.  IS  et  14. 
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at  lengthy  it  is  better  for  you  to  be  ignorant,  lest  you  come 
to  know  what  ye  ought  not ;  for  you  already  know  what  ye 
ought.  Faith  consists  in  the  rule.  To  know  nothing  beyond 
this,  is  to  know  all  things.''  To  the  same  purpose  he  a£Brms% 
that  **  this  rule  is  unalterable,  is  immOvablei  and  irreformable ; 
it  is  the  rule  of  faith,  and  it  is  one«  unchangeably  the  same :" 
which,  when  he  had  said,  he  again  recites  the  apostles'  creed ; 
he  calls  it  ''  legem  fidei :"  **  this  law  of  faith  remaining ;  in 
other  things  of  discipline  and  conversation,  the  grace  of 
God  may  thrust  us  forward,  and  they  may  be  corrected 
apd  renewed."  But  the  faith  cannot  be  altered,  there  is 
neither  more  nor  less  in  that.  And  it  is  of  great  remark 
what  account  Tertullian  gives  of  the  state  of  all  the  catholic 
churches*,  and  particularly  of  the  church  of  Rome  in  his 
time.  **  That  church  is  in  a  happy  state,  into  which  the 
i^^ostles,  with  their  blood,  poured  forth  all  their  doctrine :  let 
us  see  what  she  said,  what,  she  taught,  what  she  published 
in  conjunction  with  the  African  churches :  she  knows  one 
God,  the  Creator  of  the  world ;  and  Jesus  Christ  of  the 
Virgin  Mary,  the  Son. of  God  the  Creator;  and  the  resur- 
rection of  the  flesh :  she  mingles  the  law  and  the  prophet^ 
with  the  evangelical  and  apostolical  writings,  and  from  thenoe 
she  drinks  that  faith :  she  signs  with  water,  she  clothes  with 
the  Holy  Spirit,  she  feeds  with  the  Eucharist,  she  exhorte  to 
martyrdom,  and  against  this  institution  receives  none."  This, 
indeed,  was  a  happy  state ;  and  if  in  this  she  would  abide, 
her .  happiness  had  been  as  unalterable  as  her  faith.  But 
from  this,  how  .much  she  hath  degenerated,  will  too  much 
appear  in  the  order  of  this  discourse. 

In  the  confession  of  this  creed,  the  church  of  God 
bi4>tiz6d  all  her  catechumens;  to  whom,  in  the  profession 
of  that,  faith,  they  consigned  all  the  promises  of  the  Gospel* 
For  tiie  truth  of  God,  the  faith  of  Jesus  Christ,  the  belief 
of  a  Christian  is  the  purest,  situplest  thing  in  the  world.  /'  In 
simpUoitate  fides  est,  in  fide  justitia  est,  in  confessione  pietas 
eiit :  Nee  Deus  nos  ad  beatam  vitam  per  difficiles  qusBStiones 
vocat,  nee  multiplici  elqquentis  facundiae  genere  sollicitat;  in 
aliH^oliito  nobis  ao  facih  est  setemitas.     Jesum  Christ|un 

■  Lib.  d€  veland.  Virg.  c.  1.   Kcgula  qnidcm  fidei  ana  ornofaK)  est,  tola 
iMKobilif  et  irrcfomabilis. 
*  Pe  pnMeript,  c.  56. 
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credimas  suscitatum  it  mortuis  per  Denm,  et  ipsum  esse 
Dominam  confitemur/'  This  is  the  breviary  of  the  Chriatiao 
creed;  and  this  is  the  way  of  salvation,  saith  St. Hilary r. 
But  speaking  more  explicitly  to  the  churches  of  France  and 
Germany';  he  calls  them  happy  and  glorious;  "Qui  per* 
fectam  atque  apostolicam  fidem  conscientii  et  professione 
Dei  retinentes,  conscriptas  fides  hue  usque  nescitis;'*  because 
they  kept  the  apostolical  belief;  for,  that  is  *  perfect.' 

Thus,  the  church  remaining  in  the  purity  and  innocent 
simplicity  of  the  faith,  there  was  no  way  of  confuting  here« 
tics  but  by  the  words  of  Scripture,  or  by  appealing  to  the 
tradition  of  this  faith,  in  the  apostolical  form ;  and  there  was 
no  change  made  till  the  time  of  the  Nioene  c<Mincil :  but 
then,  it  is  said,  that  the  first  sinfplicity  began  to  fall  away, 
and  some  new  thing  to  be  introduced  into  the  Christtan 
creed.  True  it  is,  that  then  Christianity  was  in  one  com* 
plexion  with  the  empire ;  and  the  division  of  hearts,  by  a 
different  opinion,  was  likely  to  have  influence  upon  the 
public  peace,  if  it  were  not  composed  by  peaceable  consent,  or 
prevailing  authority;  and,  therefore,  the  fathers  there  as- 
sembled, together  with  the  emperor's  power,  did  give  such  a 
period  to  their  question  as  they  could ;  but  as  yet  it  is  not 
certain,  that  they,  at  their  meeting,  recited  any  other  creed 
tiian  the  apostolical;  for  that  they  did  not,  Laurentius  Valla  % 
a  canon  in  the  Lateran  church,  affirms,  that  himself  hath  read 
in  the  ancient  books  of  Isidore,  who  collected  the  canons  of 
the  ancient  councils.  Certain  it  is,  the  fathers  believed  it  to 
be  no  other  than  the  apostolical  faith ;  and  the  fe^  words 
they  added  to  the  old  form,  was  nothing  new,  but  a  few  more 
explicate  words,  of  the  same  sense,  intended  by  the  apostles 
and  their  successors;  as  at  that  time  the  church  did  re- 
member by  the  successive  preachings,  and  written  records 
which  they  had,  and  we  have  not ;  but  especially  by  Scrip- 
ture. But  the  change  was  so  little,  or,  indeed,  so  none  as  to 
the  matter,  that  they  affirmed  of  it ;  *'  This  was  the  creed 
delivered  by  the  holy  apostles  ^ ;"  and  in  the  old  Latin  missal, 
published  at  Strasburgh,  A.  D.  1667,  after  the  recitation  of 
the  Nicene  creed,  as  we  usually  call  it,  it  is  added  in  the 

f  S.  Hilar,  lib.  x.  De  Trinit.  Ten.  finem.  ■  Lib.  de  Synodit. 
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nibrick,  "  Finito    symbolo    apostolormn,    dieat   sftcetdos, 
'  Dominus  vobiscum/"    So  that  it  should  seem  the  Nicene 
fathers  used  no  other  creed,  than  what  themselves  thought 
to  be  the  apostolical.    And  this  is  the  more  credible^  because 
we  find  that  some  other  copies  of  the  apostles'  creeds  parti- 
cularly that  which  was  used  in  the  church  of  Aquileia,  hath 
divers  words  and  amplifications  of  some  one  article ;  as,  to 
the  article  of  '  God  the  Father  almighty^  Maker  of  heaven 
and  earth/  is  added  'invisible'  and  ^  impassible:'  which^ 
though  the  words  were  set  down  ther«,  because  of  the 
Sabellian  heresy^^-yet  they  said  nothing  new,  but  what  to 
every  man  of  reason  was  included  in  the  very  nature  of  God; 
and  so  was  the  addition  of  Nice,  concerning  the  Divinity  of 
the  Son  of  God,  included  in  the  very  natural  filiation  ex^ 
pressed  in  the  apostles'  creed;  and,  therefore,  this  Micene 
creed  was  no  more  a  new  creed  than  was  that  of  Aquileia; 
which  although  it  was  not,  in  every  word,  like  the  Roman 
symbol,  yet  it  was  no  other  than  the  apostolical.    And  the 
same  is  the  case  even  of  those  symbols,  where  something 
was  omitted  that  was  sufficiently  in  the  bowels  of  the  other 
articles ;  thus,  in  some  creeds,  Christ's  death  is  omitted ;  but 
his  crucifixion  and  burial  are  set  down.    The  same  variety 
also  is  observable  in  the  article  of  Christ's  descent  into  hell ; 
which,  as  it  is  omitted  in  that  form  of  the  apostolical  creed, 
ndiich  I  am  now  saying  was  used  by  the  Nicene  fathers,  so 
was  it  omitted  in  the  six  several  recitations  and  expositions 
of  it,  made  by  Chrysologus,  and  in  the  five  expositions  made 
of  it  by.  St.  Austin,  in  his  book  '  De  Fide  et  Symbolo,'  and 
in  his  four  books  '  De  Symbolo  ad  Catechumenos,'  and  divers 
others*   So  the  article  of  ^  the  communion  of  saints,'  which  is 
neither  in  the  Nicene  nor  Constantinopolitan  creed,  nor  in  the 
ancient  apostolical  creeds,  expounded  by  Marcellus,  Ruffinus^ 
Chrysologus,  Maximus  Taurinensis,  Venantius,  Fortunatus, 
Etherius,  and  Beatus^:  yet,  because  it  is  so  plain  in  the 
article  of  the  church,— as,  the  omission  is  no  prejudice  to 
the  integrity  of  the  Christian  faith,  so  the  inserting  it  is  no 
addition  of  an  article,  or  innovation.     So  these  copies  now 
reckoned  omit,  in  the  beginning  of  the  creed,  ^  Maker  of 
heaven  and  earth ;'  but  out  of  the  Constantinopolitan  creed, 

•  Contr.  j^lipand.  Tolet.  lib.  i. 
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it  is  now  inserted  into  all  the  copies  of  the  apostolical  syinbol. 
Now  as  these  omissions  or  additions  respectively,  diat  is, 
this  variety,  is  no  prejudice  to  these  being  the  apostles' 
creed;  so  neither  is  the  addition  made  at  Nice,  any  other 
but  a  setting  down  what  was  plainly  included  in  the  filiation 
of  the  Son  of  God ;  and,  therefore,  was  no  addition  of  an 
article,  nor  properly  an  explication,  but  a  saying,  in  more 
words,  what  the  apostles  and  the  apostolical  churches  did 
piean  in  all  the  copies,  and  what  was  delivered  before  that 
convention  at  Nice.  But  there  was  ill  use  made  of  it ;  and 
wise  men,  if  they  had  pleased,  might  easily  have  foreseen  it. 
But  whether  it  was  so  or  no,  (for  I  can  no  otherwise  a£Bnn  it 
than  as  I  have  said),  yet  to  add  any  new  thing  to  the  creed, 
or  to  appoint  a  new  creed,  was,  at  that  time,  so  stranjge  a 
thing,  so  unknown  to  the  church,  that  though  what  they  did, 
was  done  with  pious  intention,  and  great  advantage  in  the 
article  itself;  yet  it  did  not  produce  that  effect,  which,  from 
such  a  concurrence  of  sentiments,  might  have  been  expected. 
For,  first,  even  some  of  the  fathers  then  present  refused  to 
subscribe  to  the  additions ;  some  did  it,  as  they  said,  against 
their  will,  some  were  afraid  to  use  the  word  dfioovno^,  or 
'  consubstantial ;'  and  most  men  were  still  so  unsatisfied,  that 
presently  after,  council  upon  council  was  again  called,  at 
Sirmium,  Ariminum,  Seleucia,  Saudis,  to  appease  the  new 
stirs,  rising  upon  the  old  account;  and  instead  of  making 
things  quiet,  they  quenched  •  the  fire  with  oil :  and  the 
principal  persons  in  the  Nicene  council  changed  their  minds, 
and  gave  themselves  over  to  the  contrary  temptation.  Even 
Hosius  himself,  who  presided  at  Nice,  and  confirmed  the 
former  decrees  at  Sardis;  yet  he  left  that  faith,  and,  by  that 
desertion,  affrighted  and  shook  the  fabric '  of  the  Christian 
church,  in  the  article  added  or  explained  at  Nice.  In  the 
same  sad  condition  was  Marcellus  of  Ancyra*,  a  great  friend 
of  St.  Athanasius,  and  an  earnest  opposer  of  Arius ;  so  were  the 
two  Photinuses,  Eustathius,  Elpidius,  Heraclides,  Hy^ihua, 
Sigerius,  the  president  Cyriacus,  and  the  emperor  Constantine 
himself,  who,  by  banishing  Athanasius  into  France,  by  be- 
coming Arian,  and  being  baptized  by  an  Arian  bishop, 

*  CasQ  Hosii,  plane  miaerabili,  catholicai  orbii  contremnit,  coDCiiit«qiie 
Miiit  ■oUdiwimc  petne.    Baron.  A.  C.  347. 17. 18. 

•  Vide  Epitt.  Marcellinonim  ad  fipiaeopot  in  Dio-Cetaraa  cxolantct. 


TO  B£  BELIEVED.  465 

*  secured  the  empire  to  his  sons/  as  themselves  did  say,  as  it 
is  reported  by  Lucifer  Calaritanus  f :  and  that  he  was  vehe- 
mently suspected  by  the  catholics,  is  affirmed  by  EusebiuSi 
Jerome,  Ambrose,  Theodoret,  Sozomen,  and  Socrates.  But 
Liberius,  bishop  of  Rome^  was  more  than  suspected  to  have 
become  an  Arian,  as  Athanasius  himself,  St.  Jerome,  Da- 
masus,  and  St.  Hilary  reports.  So  did  pope  Felix  II.,  and 
Leo,  his  successor.  It  should  seem  by  all  this,  that  the 
definitions  of  general  councils  were  not  accounted  the  last 
determination  of  truths,  or  rather,  that  what  propositions 
general  councils  say  are  true,  are  not,  therefore,  part  of 
the  body  of  faith,  though  they  be  true ;  or  else,  that  all  these 
persons  did  go  against  an  established  rule  of  faith  and 
conscience ;  which  if  ihey  had  done,  they  might  easily  have 
been  oppressed,  by  their  adversaries  urging  the  plain  autho- 
rity of  the  councU  against  them.  But,  "  Neither  am  I  to 
urge  against  thee  the  Nicene  council,  nor  thou  the  council  of 
Ariminum  against  me,'*  was  the  saying  of  St.  Austin ;  even 
long  after  the  council  of  Nice  had,  by  concession,  obtained 
more  authority  than  it  had  at  first.  Now  the  reason  of  these 
things  can  be  no  other  than  this ;  not  that  the  Nicene  council 
was  not  the  best  that  ever  was  since  the  day  that  a  council 
was  held  at  Jerusalem  by  all  the  apostles;  but  that  the 
councils  adding  something  to  the  creed  of  the  church,  which 
had  been  the  oiAvnia  of  the  Christian  faith  for  three  hundred 
years  together,  was  so  strange  a  thing,  that  they  would  not 
easily  bear  that  yoke.  And  that  this  was  the  matter,  ap- 
pears by  what  the  fathers  of  the  church,  after  the  council, 
did  complain.  **  After  the  Nicene  synod,  we  write  nothing 
but  faiths"  (viz.  new  creeds):  ''  while  there  is  contention 
about  words  ^,  while  there  is  question  about  novelties,  while 
there  is  complaint  of  ambiguities  and  of  authors,  while  there 
is  contention  of  parties  and  difficulty  in  consenting,  and 
while  one  is  become  an  anathema  to  another,  scarce  any 
man  now  is  of  Christ." — ^And  again :  **  We  decree  yearly 

'  Pro  S.  AtlmiiM*  lib.  i.  tpiid  Baron.  A.  D.  536.  IS. 

«  Idem  aiant  Martinos  Polonos,  Alphonaiw  de  Castro,  et  Volaterranm. 

**  Drnft  in  rcrbis  pvgna  est,  dum  de  novitatibas  qoKftio  est,  dam  de 
•ttbigois,  dnm  de  aactoribns  querela  est }  dnm  de  sttidiis  certamen  est,  dam 
in  coosensn  difficaltas  est,  domqne  alter  alter!  anathema  esse  ccepit,  prope 
jam  nemo  est  Christi.  S.  Hilar. 

VOL.  X.  H  H 
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and  monthly  faiths  of  God ;  we  repent  wlien  we  haye  decreed 
them ;  we  defend  them  that  repent,  we  anathematise  them 
that  are  defended ;  we  either  condemn  foreign  things  in  our 
own,  or  condemn  our  own  in  foreign  things ;  and  biting  <»e 
another,  we  are  devoured  of  one  another."  This  was  the 
product  of  leaving  the  simpKcity  and  perfection  of  the  find 
rule ;  by  which  the  church|  for  so  many  ages  of  martyrdom, 
was  preserved  and  defended,  and  consummated  their  religions 
lives,  and  their  holy  baptism  of  blood,  and  which  they 
opposed,  as  a  sufficient  shield,  against  all  heresies  arising  in 
the  church. 

And  yet  the  Nicene  fathers  did  add  no  new  article,  of 
new  matter';  but  explicated  the  filiaticm  of  Jesns  Christ, 
saying  in  what  sense  he  was  the  Son  of  God ;  which  was,  in 
proper  speaking,  an  interpretation  of  a  word  in  the  apostles* 
creed :  and  yet  this  occasioned  such  stirs,  and  gave  so  litlk 
satisfaction  at  first,  and  so  great  disturbances  afterward,  that 
St.  Hilary  ^  called  them  happy,  who  neither  made,  wmt  knew, 
nor  received,  any  other  symbol  besides  that  most  simple 
creed  used  in  all  churches  ever  since  the  apostles'  days. 

However,  it  pleased  the  Divhie  Providence  so  to  oonduct 
the  spirits  of  the  catholic  prelates,  that  by  their  wise  and 
holy  adhering  to  the  cf«ed,  as  explicated  at  Nice,  they  pro*- 
cured  great  authority  to  the  Nicene  faith,  which  was  nai 
only  the  truth,  but  a  tmth  delivered  and  confirmed  by  the 
most  famous  and  excellent  prelates  that  ever  the  Christian 
church  could  glory  in,  since  the  death  of  the  aposdes.  Bmt 
yet  U)at  the  inconvenience  might  be  ent  oE,  which  came  in 
upon  the  occasion  of  the  Nicene  addition  (for  it  produced 
thirty  explicative  creeds  more  in  a  short  time^  as  Marcna 
Ephesius  openly  affirmed  in  the  council  of  Florence) ;  in  the 
council  of  Ephesns  \  which  was  ihe  third  general,  it  wns 
forbidden  that  ever  there  should  be  any  addition  to  the 
Nicene  faith :  '*  That  it  should  not  be  lawful  from  thenoe 
forward,  for  any  one  to  produce,  to  write,  or  to  compose  any 
other  faith,"  or  creed,  *'  besides  that  which  was  defined  by 
the  holy  fathers,  meeting  at  Nice  in  the  Holy  Spirit.^'    Here 

I  Quid  unqnam  aliad  eccletia  conciliontiu  dccretU  eaita  est,  nisi  ut, 
qnod  ABtca  •impUciter  credebatur,  hoc  idem  potttft  diUgestiet  crederrtar. 
VisceDt.  L&rio.  contr.  Hsrcs.  c.  52. 

^  Lib.  dc  Synodis.  &  Concil.  Ephet.  can.  7. 
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the  supremifi  ppwer  qf  the  church,  t  geaeral  ooimqU  hath 
declared  that  it  never  ahould  be  lf^i?fiil  to  add  any  thing  tp 
the  former  confegsion  of  faith  explicated  at  Nice ;  and  this 
canon  was  renewed  in  the  next  general  council,  that  of 
Chalcedon ;  ''  That  the  faith  formerly  determined  shouldi  at 
no  hand,  in  no  manner,  be  shaken  or  moved  any  more  ^ :" 
meaning,  by  addition  or  diminution.  There  axe  som^  90 
impertinently  weak  as  to  expound  these  canons  to  mean 
only  the  adding  any  thing  contrary  to  the  Nicepe  faith; 
which  is  an  answer  against  reason  and  experience ;  for  it  is 
not  imaginable  that  any  man,  admitting  the  Nicene  creed, 
can,  by  an  addition,  intend  expresslv'  to  contradict  it;  and  if 
he  does  not  admit  and  believe  it,  he  would  lay  that  conces- 
sion aside,  and  not  meddle  witii  it :  but  if  he  should  design 
the  inserting  of  a  clause  that  should  secretly  undermine  it, 
he  must  suppose  all  men  that  see  it^  to  be  very  fools,  not  ito 
understand  it,  or  infinitely  careless  of  what  they  believe  and 
profess :  but  if  it  should  happen  so,  then  this  were  a  very 
good  reason  of  the  prohibition  of  any  thing  whatsoever  to  be 
added,  lest,  secretly  and  undiscemibly,  the  first  truth  be 
confuted  by  the  new  article :  and,  therefore,  it  was  a  wise 
caution  to  forbid  all  additions^  lest  some  may  prove  to  be 
contrary.  And  then,  secondly,  it  is  against  the  experience 
of  things ;  for,  first,  .the  canon  was  made  up<9^  the  occasion 
of  a  crqed  brought  into  the  council  by  Chaxisius :  but  all 
creeds  thereupon  were  rejected,  and  the  Nicene  adhered  to, 
and  commanded  to  be  so  for  ever.  For,  tus  Balsamon "  ob- 
serves, there  were  three  thio^  done  in  this  canon ;  1.  There 
was  an  edict  made  in  behalf  of  the  things  decreed  at  Ephesus. 
2.  In  like  manner,  the  holy  creed  being  mad^  in  the  first 
qmod,  this  creed  was  read  aloud^  and  caution  was  given  that 
BO  man  should  pake  any  other  creed  upon  pain  of  depo- 
•ition,  if  he  were  an  ecclesiastic;  of  excommunication,  if  he 
w^re  a  laic.  3*  The  third  thing  he  also  thus  expresses: 
''  The  same  thing  also  is  to  be  done  to  them,  who  receive 
aQ4  teach  the  decrees  of  Nostorius/'  So  that  the  creed  tha^ 
Chmisius  brought  iq,  was  rejected,  because  it  was  con)i^iy 
to  the  Nicei^e  fs^th;  but  all  symbols  were,  fpr  ^ver  after, 
forbidden  to  be  made,  not  only  lest  any  thing  contrary  be 

*  The  anUior  of  the  letter,  p.  7.  "  In  can.  7.  Vide  Qalnm.  in  enn. 
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admitted,  bat  because  they  would  admit  of  no  other ;  and 
this  yery  reason  St.  Athanasius"*  assigned,  why  the  fathers  of 
the  council  of  Sardis  denied  the  importunity  of  some,  who 
would  have  something  added  to  the  Nicene  confession ;  they 
would  not  do  it,  lest  the  other  should  seem  defective.    And 
next  to  this,   it  was   carefully  observed  by  the  following 
councils,  fourth,  fiflh,  sixth,  and  seventh,  and  by  itself  in 
a  great  afiair:  for,  1.  Though  this  council  determined  the 
blessed  Virgin  Mary  to  be  9fOTo«of,  the  '  mother  of  God,' 
against  Nestorius;  yet,  2.  The  fathers  would  not  put  the 
article  into  the  creed  of  the  church ;  but  esteemed  it  sufficient 
to  determine  the  point  and  condemn  Nestorius;  and,  3. 
The  Greek  church  hath  ever  since  most  religiously  observed 
this  Ephesine  canon  ;  and,  4.  Upon  this  account,  have  vehe- 
mently spoken  against  the  Latins,  for  adding  a  clause  at 
Chantilly,  in  France.    5.  St.  Athanasius  ^  speaking  of  the 
Nicene  faith,  or  creed,  says,  ''  It  is  sufficient  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  all  impiety,  and  for  the  confirmation  of  all  the  holy 
faith  in  Christ ;''  and,  therefore,  there  could  be  no  necessity 
for  adding  any  thing  to  so  full,  so  perfect  an  instrument ; 
and,  consequently,  no  reasonable  cause  pretended,  why  it 
should  be  attempted:  especially  since  there  had  been  so 
many,  so  intolerable  inconveniences  already  introduced,  by 
adding  to  the  symbols  their  unnecessary  expositions.    6.  The 
purpose  of  the  fathers  is  fully  declared  by  the  epistle  of  St. 
Cyiil  %  in  which  he  recites  the  decree  of  the  council,  and 
adds,  as  a  full  explication  of  the  council's  meaning,  **  We 
permit  neither  ourselves  nor  others  to  change  one  word  or 
syllable  of  what  is  there."    The  case  is  here,  as  it  was  in 
Scripture,  to  which  no  addition  is  to  be  made ;  nothing  to  be 
diminished  from  it.     But  yet  every  doctor  is  permitted  to 
expound,  to  enlarge  the  expressions,  to  deliver  the  sense,  and 
to  declare,  as  well  as  they  can,  the  meaning  of  it.    And 
much  more  might  the  doctors  of  the  church  do  to  the  creed ; 
to  which,  although  something  was  added  at  Nice  and  Con- 
stantinople, yet,  from  thence  forward,  they  might,  in  private, 
or  in  public,  declare  what  they  thought  was  the  meaning, 
and  what  were  the  consequents,  and  what  was  virtaally  con- 


<*  Rpist  ad  Epict.  p  Epist.  id  Epict. 

4  Cyril.  Alex,  ad  Johan.  Antioch.  scm.  6. 
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tained  in  the  articles ;  but  nothing  of  this^  by  any  authority 
whatsoever^  was  to  be  put  into  the  creed.  For  in  articles  of 
belief,  simplicity  is  part  of  its  excellency  and  sacredness; 
and  those  mysteriousnesses  and  life-giving  articles,  which 
are  fit  to  be  put  into  creeds,  are,  as  Philistion  said  of  helle- 
bore, medicinal  when  it  is  in  great  pieces,  but  dangerous  or 
deadly  when'  it  is  in  powder.  And  I  remember  what  a 
heathen  said  of  the  emperor  Constantius,  who  troubled  him* 
sdf  too  much  in  curiosities,  and  nice  arguings  about  things 
unintelligible  and  unnecessary :  '*  CfaristilBLnam  religionem 
absolutam  et  siniplicem  anili  superstitione  oonfudit.  In  qua 
6crutand&  perplexiiis  qukm  in  componenda  gravi&s  excitavit 
dissidia,  quee  progressa  fusiiis ;  et  aluit  concertationem  verbo- 
rum  dum  rituni  omhem  ad  suum  trahere  conatur  arbitrium." 
Christian  religion  is  absolute  and  simple;  and  they  that 
conduct  it,  should  compose  all  the  parts  of  it  with  gravity, 
not  perplex  it  with  curious  scrutinies,  nor  draw  away  any 
word  or  article,  to  the  sense  of  his  own  interest.  For  if  it 
once  pass  the  bounds  set  by  the  first  masters  of  the  assem- 
blies, and  lose  that  simplicity  with  which  it  was  invested.; 
there  is  no  term  or  limit  which  can  be  any  more  set  down. 
*'  Exempla  non  consistunt,  sed,  quiamvis  in  tenuem  riscepta 
tramitem,  latissim^  evagandi  sibi  fkciunt  potestatem."  The 
divesting  the  church  from  the  simplicity  of  her  faith,  is  like 
removing  the  ancient  land-mark:  you  cannot  tell  by  the 
mark,  what  country  you  are  in,  whether  in  your  own  or  in 
the  enemy's.  AAd  in  the  world,  nothing  is  more  unneces- 
sary. For  if  that  faith  be  sufficient,  if,  in  that  faith,  the 
church  went  to  heaven,  if,  in  that,  she  preserved  unity,  and 
begat  children  to  Christ,  and  nursed  them  up  to  be. perfect 
men  in  Christ,  and  kept  herself  pure  from  heresy,  and  un- 
broken by  schism ;  whatsoever  is  added  to  it,  is  either  con- 
tained in  the  article  virtually,  or  it  is  not.  If  not,  then  it  is 
no  part  of  the  faith,  and,  by  the  laws  of  faith,  there  is  no 
obligation  passed  upon  any  man  to  beUeve  it.  But  if  it  be, 
then  he  that  bc^lieves  the  article,  does  virtually  beUeve  all  that 
is  virtually  contained  in  it :  but  no  man  is  to  be  pressed  with 
the  consequents  drawn  from  thence,  unless  the  transcript  be 
drawn  by  the  same  hand  that  wrote  the  original ;  for  we  are 
sure  it  came  in  the  simplicity  of  it,  from  an  infallible  Spirit ; 
but  he  that  bids  me  believe  his  deductions  under  pain  of 


470  WHA*rTHINGa  NBCStSART 

dainDalao«y  bida  me,  under  pain  of  dantfnatioD,  beKeVe  that 
he  18  an  anerring  logician:  for  which^  becaase  Ood  hath 
given  me  no  command,  and  himielf  can  give  me  no  aeoirity ; 
if  I  can  defend  myself  from  that  man's  pride^  God  will  de- 
fend me  from  damnation. 

But  let  ns  see  a  little  further,  with  what  constancy,  that, 
and  the  following  ages  of  the  church,  did  adhere  to  the 
apostles'  creed|  as  the  sufiicient  and  perfect  rale  of  iaith. 
There  was  an  imperial  edict  of  Gratian,  Valentinian,  and 
Theodosius ;  '^  Cunotos  populos,  quos  dementia  nostras  regit 
imperium,  in  e&  Tolomus  religione  Tersarii  quam  Diviniim 
Petrum  apostolum  tradidisse  Romanis,  religio  usqne  nmic 
ab  ipso  insinuata  declarat;  quamque  pontificem  Damasmn 
seqni  claret,  et  Petrum  Alexandrin  episcopum,  Tirum  apos- 
tolicsB  sanctitatis :  hoc  est,  ut,  becUndum  apostoUcam  dis- 
ciplinam,  evang^licamque  doctrinam,  Patris,  et  Filii,  et  Spiri- 
ttts  Sanct]  unam  deitatem,  sub  pari  majestatei  et  sob  pia 
trinitate^  credamns.  Hanc  legem  sequentes  Christianorum 
catholicorum  nomen  jubemus  ampleeti:  reliqiios  Ter6  de- 
mentes  vesanosque  judicautes,  httretici  dogmatis  infiekmiam 
sustinere,  divinft  primi^  vindioti^  post  eliam  uotu  animi 
nostri,  quem  ex  coslesti  arbitrio  sumpserimas,  ultione  plee- 
tendos."  Part  of  this  being  dted  in  the  '  Dissuasive,'  IX> 
prove  that  in  the  early  ages  of  the  churchy  the  Christian 
ftdth  was  much  more  simple  than  It  is  now  in  the  Roman 
church;  and  that  upon  easier  terms  men  nnght  then  be 
catholic:  it  was  replied  by  some  one  of  the  opponents', 
''  That  by  this  law  was  tiot  meant,  that  all  who  believed  the 
Trinity  were  cathottcs  absblutely,  but  only  as  to  Aose 
points :" — and  the  reason  given  is  this ;  ''  B(ecause  aft^r  tUs 
law,  the  NoVatians,  DoMtists,  Nestoriahs,  Eutyehians,  8us. 
were  proceeded  against  as  heretics  and  schismatiGS,  not- 
withstandiilg  their  belief  of  the  TVinity  and  unity  of  the  God- 
head :"  but  this  thing  was  spokeu^  without  all  care  Whether 
it  were  to  the  purpose  or  no.  For  when  this  law  was  made, 
that  was  the  rule  of  Catholicism  (as  appears  by  the  words  of 
the  law) :  and  if  afterward  it  became  altered,  and  iJie  Uriiops 
became  too  Opintonative,  or  thought  themselves  forced  into 
fbrther  declarations ;  must,  therefore,  the  preeadent  law  be 

r  Thfe  Letter  to  k  Friettd,  p.  4. 
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judgtd  'ex  post  fibcto'  by  what  they  did  afieifwarda?  It 
might  as  well  have  been  said ;  the  diurch  was  never  conteat 
with  Ihe  apostles'  creed,  because  afterwards  the  Lutherans 
and  Calvinists,  and  Zningliaas,  &c  were  proceeded  ligainst 
as  heretics  and  sohismattcs,  notwithstanding  their  belief  of 
all  that  is  in  the  apostles'  creed.  "  Bx  post  £Eicto  nunquam 
erescit  prseteriti  eestimatio/*  says  the  low.  But  for  the  true 
understanding  of  this  hnperial  law,  we  must  know  that  Uie 
confession  of  the  holy  Trinity  and  Unity,  was  not  set  down 
ihere^  as  a  single  artide,  but  as  a  summary  of  the  apostles' 
creed;  the  three  parts  of  which  hare  for  their  heads  the 
three  persons  of  the  holy  and  undivided  Trinity.  And  this 
appears  by  the  relation  the  law  makes  to  the  faith  St.  Peter 
taught  the  church  of  Rohie ;  and  to  the  creed  of  Damabua^ 
which  may  be  seen  in  St.  Jerome,  who  rejects  the  creed  of 
that  worthy  prelate,  in  the  second  tome  of  his  works;  in 
which  the  apostohcal  creed  is  explicated,  that  what  relates 
to  the  Trinity  and  Unity,  spoken  of  in  the  imperial  law,  or 
rule  of  cathdics  and  Christians,  is  set  down  in  its  full  pur* 
pose  and  design :  and  this  thing  may  better  be  understood 
by  an  instance  in  the  catechism  of  the  churdb  of  England ; 
for  when  the  catechumen  hath  at  large  recited  the  apostles' 
creed,  he  is  taught  to  sum  it  up  in  this  manner :  **  Firat,  I 
learn  to  believe  in  Qod  the  Father,  who  hath  made  me,  and 
all  the  world :  secondly,  in  Gk>d  the  Son,  who  hath  redeemed 
me,  and  all  mankind:  thirdly,  in  Ood  the  Holy  Ghost,  who 
sanctifietfa  me,  and  all  the  elect  people  of  Ood/'  This  is  the 
summary  of  the  creed ;  and  these  things  are  not  to  be  con* 
sidered  ae  articles  distinct  and  complete,  and  integrating  the 
Christian  faith,  but  as  a  breviary  of  that  faith,  to  which,  in 
the  same  place,  it  is  made  to  relate ;  just  as  the  imperial  la# 
does  relate  to  the  faith  of  Peter,  and. the  creed  of  Damasus, 
and  Peter  of  Alexandria :  concerning  which,  he  that  says 
much,  says  no  more ;  and  he  that  says  little,  says  no  less ;  for 
the  fiuth  is  the  same  as  1  have  already  cited  the  words  of 
St  Irenseus.  Since  then  the  emperors  made  the  stimmary 
of  the  apostles'  ereed  to  be  the  rule  of  discerning  catholics 
from  heretics;  it  follows,  that  the  Roman  church  cathohc 
signifies  something  else  than  it  did  in  the  primitive  church. 
St  Ambrose  says,  "  Faith  is  conceived  by  the  apostles* 
creed ;"  all  faith  lies  in  that,  as  the  child  in  the  mother's 
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womb ;  and  he  compares  it  to  a  key,  because  '^  by  it  the 
darknesses  of  the  devil  are  unlocked,  that  the  light  of  Christ 
might  come  upon  us ;  and  the  hidden  sins  of  conscience  are 
opened,  that  the  manifest  works  of  righteoosness  may  shine. 
This  key  is  to  be  shown  to  our  brethreui  that  by  diis,  as 
scholars  of  St.  Peter,  they  may  shut  the  gates  of  hell,  and 
open  the  doors  of  heaven."  He  also  calls  it,  "  The  seal  of 
our  heart,  and  the  sacrament  of  our  warfare." — St.  Jerome', 
speaking  of  it,  says,  **  The  symbol  of  our  faith  and  hope, 
which  was  delivered  by  the  apostles,  is  not  written  in  paper 
and  ink,  but  in  the  fleshy  tables  of  our  hearts.  After  the 
confession  of  the  Trinity,  and  unity  of  the  church,  the  whole, 
or  every  sacrament  of  the  Christian  religion,  is  conduded 
with  the  resurrection  of  the  flesh.''  Which  words  are  inti- 
mated, and  in  part  transcribed  by  Isidore,  of  Seville.  Ruffinus 
says,  the  apostles  being  to  separate,  and  go  to  their  several 
charges,  appointed,  ''  Normam  futurse  preedicationis,  regulam 
dandani  credentibus,  unanimitatis  et  fidei  sues  indicium;" 
**  The  rule  of  what  they  were  to  preach  to  aU  the  world,  the 
measure  for  believers,  the  indiez  of  faith  and  unity ;"  ''  Not 
any  speech,  not  so  much  as  one,  even  of  them  that  went 
before  them  in  the  faith,  was  admitted  or  heard  by  die 
church."— i-^'  By  this  creed  the  foldings  of  infideU^  are 
loosed ;  by  this,  the  gate  of  life  is  set  open ;  by  this,  the 
glory  of  confession  is  shown.  It  is  short  in  words,  but  great 
in  sacraments.  It  confirms  all  men  with  the  perfection  of 
believing,  with  the  desire  of  confessing,  with  the  confidence 
of  the  resurrection.  Whatsoever  was  prefigured  in  the 
patriarchs,  whatsoever  is  declared  in  the  Scriptures,  what* 
soever  was  foretold  in  the  prophets,  of  God  who  was  not 
begotten,  of  the  Son  of  God,  who  is  tlie  only  begotten  of 
God,  or  the  Holy  Spirit,"  &c.  ''  Totum  hoc  breviter,  juxta 
oraculum  propheticum,  symbolum  in  se  continetconfitendo:" 
So  St.  Austin  *<^— who  adso  calls  it,  ''The  fulness  of  them 
that  beUeve.'*^'  It  is  the  rule  of  faith,  the  short,  the  cer- 
tain rule,  which  the  apostles  comprehended  in  twelve  sen- 
tences, that  the  believers  might  hold  the  catholic  unity,  and 

*  Epiit.  «d  Pamnuicb.  contra  Errores  Jobao.  Hierotolymit.  ExporiU 
Symbol,  c.  f ,  3,  lib.  ▼.  Orig.  c.  9. 

<  Serm.  1^1.  de  tempore,  sivc  Senn.  f.  de  exposit.  S^boli  id  Cohh 
petentcB. 
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eobTince  the  heretical  pravity.  The  comprehension  and  per- 
fection of  our  faith'/' — ^*  The  short  and  perfect  confession 
of  the  catholic  symbol  is  consigned  with  so  many  sentences 
of  the  twelve  apostles^  is  so  furnished  with  celestial  ammu- 
nition— that  all  the  opinions  of  the  heretics  may  be  cut  off 
with  that  sword  alone/'  said  pope  Leo  '•  I  could  add  many 
more  testimonies  declaring  tiie  simplicity  of  the  Christian 
faith,  and  the  fulness  and  sufficiency  of  the  apostolical  creed. 
But  I  sum  them  up  in  the  words  of  Rabanus  Maurusr/' 
*^  In  the  apostles'  creed  there  are  but  few  words,  but  it  con- 
tains all  reUgion"  (onmia  in  eo  continentur  sacramenta): 
*'  for  they  were  summarily  gathered  together  from  the  whole 
Scriptures  by  the  apostles;  that  because  many  believers 
cannot  read,  or  if  they  can,  yet  by  their  secular  a£fairs  are 
hindered  that  they  do  not  read  the  Scriptures,  retaining 
these  in  their  hearts  they  may  have  enough  of  saving 
knowledge/' 

Now,  then,  since  the  whole  catholic  church  of  Ood  in 
the  primitive  ages,  having  not  only  declared  that  all  things 
necessary  to  salvation,  are  sufficiently  contained  in  the  plain 
places  of  Scripture ;  but  that  all,  which  the  apostles  knew 
necessary,  they  gathered  together  in  a  symbol  or  form  of 
•confession,  and  esteemed  the  belief  of  this  sufficient  unto 
salvation;  and  that  they  required  no  more  *  in  credendis,'  as 
of  necessity  to  eternal  life,  but  the  simple  belief  of  these 
articles :  these  things  ought  to  remain  in  their  own  form 
and  order.  For,  what  is,  and  what  is  not  necessary,  is 
either  such  by  the  nature  of  the  articles  themselves,  or  by 
ihe  economy  of  God's  commandment:  and  what  God  did 
command,  and  what  necessary  effect  every  article  had^  the 
apostles  only  could  tell,  and  others  from  them.  They  that 
pretend  to  a  power  of  doing  so  as  the  apostles  did,  have 
«hown  their  want  of  skill ;  and  by  that,  confess  their  want  of 
power  of  doing  that,  which  to  do  is  beyond  their  skill.  For, 
.which  sins  are  venial,  and  which  are  mortal,  all  the  doctors 
of  the  church  of  Rome  cannot  tell ;  and  how  then  can  they 
teU  this  of  errors,  when  they  cannot  tell  it  of  actions ;  but 
if  any  man  will  search  into  the  harder  things,  or  any  more 

"  Serm.  I8i.  de  tempore.  Horn.  115. 
*  Epist.  15.  ad  Polcber.  Aiigostmn. 
'  Lib.  ii.  de  imtitot.  Clcricorain,  c.  56. 
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secret  Mertment  of  religion,  by  that  means  to  nuse  op  his 
mind  to  the  contemplation  of  heavenly  things,  and  to  a  conr 
tempt  of  things  below,  he  may  do  it  if  he  please^  so  that 
be  do  not  impose  the  belief  of  his  own  ^Mcuktioas  upon 
others,  or  compel  them  to  confess  what  they  know  not, 
and  what  they  cannot  find  in  Scriptures^  or  did  not  receive 
from  the  apostles.  We  find  by  experience,  that  a  long  act 
of  parliament,  or  an  indenture  and  covenant  that  is  of  great 
length,  ends  none,  but  causes  many  contentions;  and  when 
many  things  are  defined,  and  definitions  spun  out  into  de- 
clarations, men  believe  less,  and  know  nothing  more*  And 
what  is  man,  that  he  who  knows  so  little  of  his  own  body, 
of  the  things  done  privately  in  his  own  house,  of  the  nature 
of  the  meat  he  eats ;  nay,  that  knows  so  little  of  his  own 
heart,  and  is  so  great  a  stranger  to  the  secret  couiaes  of 
nature ; — I  say,  what  is  man,  that  in  the  things  of  God 
he  should  be  ashamed  to  say*,  'this  is  a  secret;  this  God 
only  knows ;  this  he  hath  not  revealed ;  this  I  admire,  but 
1  understand  not;  I  believe,  but  I  understand  it  to  be  a 
mystery?'  And  cannot  a  man  enjoy  the  gift  which  God  gives, 
and  do  what  he  commands,  but  he  must  dispute  the  phi- 
losophy of  the  gift,  or  the  metaphysics  of  a  command?  Can- 
not a  man  eat  oysters,  unless  he  wrangle  about  the  number 
of  the  senses  which  that  poor  animal  hath  ?  and  will  not 
condited  mushrooms  be  swallowed  down,  unless  you  first 
tell  whether  they  difier  specifically  from  a  sponge  ?  Is  it  not 
enough  for  me^  to  believe  the  words  of  Christ,  saying,  •  This 
is  my  body  ? '  and  cannot  I  take  it  thankfully,  and  believe  it 
heartily,  and  confess  it  joyfully ;  but  I  must  pry  into  the 
secret,  and  e^ramine  it  by  the  rules  of  Aristotle  and  Por- 
phyry, atid  'find  oat  the  nature  and  the  andisc^nible  phi- 
losophy of  the  manner  of  its  change,  and  torment  my  own 
brains,  and  distract  my  heart,  and  torment  my  brethren,  and 
Jose  my  charity,  and  hazard  the  loss  of  all  the  benefits  in* 
Aended  to  me,  by  the  holy  body,— -because  I  break  those  few 
words  into  more  questions,  than  the  holy  bread  is  into  par- 
ticles to  be  eaten?  Is  it  not  enough,  that  I  believe,  that, 
'  whether  we  live  or  die,  we  are  the  Lord's,*  in  case  we  serve 

■  8.  AtiMUiu.  ep.  ad  Scrapion. 
»  S.  BmiI.  de  Spir*  &  c.  18* 
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him  faitblyiy  1  %ttt  vr«  tUMt  descJMd  into  hell,  fttid  inquire 
tfter  the  Mdrets  of  the  dead*  and  dream  of  the  circuiaatanoes 
of  the  fttaie  of  seimration,  and  damn  oor  brethren  if  they  will 
not  allow  Q*  and  themsekea  to  be  half  damned  in  pargatoiy  T 
Is  it  n<yt  enottgh  that  we  are  Chrietiane?  that  ia,  that  we 
pnt  all  our  hope  in  Ood«  who  freely  giveth  us  all  things  by 
his  son  Jesus  Christ ;  that  we  are  redeemed  by  his  death ; 
that  he  rdse  again  for  our  justifioation ;  that  we  are  made 
members  of  his  body  in  baptism ;  that  he  gives  us  of  his  Spirit, 
that  being  dead  to  the  lusts  of  this  world|  we  should  live 
according  to  his  doctrine  and  example ;  that  is,  that  we  do  no 
eirily  that  we  do  what  good  we  oan ;  that  we  love  Ood>  and 
love  our  brother ;  that  we  Bu£fbr  patiently,  and  do  good  things 
in  expectation  df  better,  even  of  a  happy  resurrection  to 
eternal  life,  which  he  hath  promised  to  us  by  his  Son,  and 
which  we  shall  receivci  if  we  walk  in  the  Spirit,  and  live 
in  the  Spirit  ?  What  is  wanting  to  him  that  does  all  this,-** 
but  that  he  do  so  still  ?  Is  not  this  faith  unto  righteofusnesa^ 
and  the  confession  of  this  fluth,  unto  salvation?  We  all 
believe  we  shall  arise  from  our  graves  at  the  last  day  (  one 
sort  of  Christians  thinks  with  one  sort  of  body,  and  another 
thinks  with  another;  but  these  conjectures  ought  not  to  be 
accounted  necessary ;  and  we  are  not  ooneemed  to  dispute 
which  it  is;  fbr  We  shall  never  know  by  all  our  disputing; 
but  We  may  lose  the  good  of  it,  if  we  make  it  an  argument 
of  uncharitableness.    But  besides  this^ 

Did  not  the  apostles  "  desire  to  know  nothing  but  Christ 
Jesus,  and  him  crucified,"  and  risen  again  7  and  did  not  they 
preach  this  faith  to  all  the  worid,  and  did  they  praach  any 
other ;  but  severely  reprove  all  curious  and  subtle  questioai> 
and  all  pretences  of  sciaice  or  knowle(%e,  falsely  so  called^ 
when  men  languiriied  about  qoestions  and  strife  of  wotdsl 
Are  we  not  taught  by  the  apostles,  that  we  ought  not  to 
receive  our  weak  brother  unto  doubtful  dasputatioas.;  and 
that  the  servant  of  God  ought  not  to  strive  ?  Did  not  they  say> 
that  all  that  keep  the  foundation  Shall  be  saved ;  some  with, 
and  some  without  loss?  and  that  erring  brethren  are  to  be 
tolemted ;  and  that  if  they  be  servants  of  Gsod,  and  yet^ 
in  a  matter  of  daetrine  or  opinion,  **  otherwise  minded,  Qod 
shall  renal  even  this  aho  unto  them  V^  And  if  these  tilings 
be  tbns,  why  shall  one  Christian  ehriurch  condenui  another^ 
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which  18  built  upon  the  same  foundation  with  h^^elf  ?  And' 
how  can  it  be  imagined,  that  the  servants  of  God  cannot 
be  saved  now,  as  in  the  days  of  the  apostles  ?  Are  we  wiser 
than  they  ?  are  our  doctors  more  learned,  or  more  faithful  ? 
Is  there  another  covenant  made  with  the  church  since  their 
days  ?  or  is  God  less  merciful  to  us,  than  he  was  to  them  ? 
Or  hath  he  made  the  way  to  heaven  narrower  in  the  end  of 
the  world,  than  at  the  beginning  of  the  Christian  church  ? 
Do  men  live  better  lives  now,  than  at  the  first;  so  that 
a  holy  life  is  so  enlarged,  that  the  foundation  of  faith  laid 
at  first  is  not  broad  enough  to  support  the  new  buildings  ? 
We  find  it  much  otherwise.  And  men  need  not  enlarge  the 
articles  and  conditions  of  faith  in  these  degenerate  ages, 
wherein,  *  when  Christ  comes,  he  shall  hardly  upon  earth  find 
any  faith'  at  all :  and  if  there  were  need*  yet  no  man  is  able 
to  do  it,  because  *  Christ  only  is  our  Lord  and  Master,'  and 
no  man  is  master  of  our  faith. 

But  to  come  closer  to  the  thing.  It  is  certain,  there  is 
nothing  simply  necessary  to  salvation  now,  that  was  not  so 
always;  and  this  must  be  confessed  by  all  that  admit  of 
the  so  much  commended  rule  of  Vincentius  Lirinensis; 
'  That  which  was  always  and  everywhere  believed  by  all ; 
that  is  the  rule  of  faith :'  and,  therefore,  there  can  be  no  new 
measure,  no  new  article,  no  new  determination,  no  declara- 
tion, obliging  us  to  believe  any  proposition  that  was  not 
always  believed.  And,  therefore,  as  that  which  was  first  is 
true,  that  which  was  at  first,  and  nothing  else,  is  necessary. 
Nay,  suppose  many  truths  to  be  found  out  by  industry,  and 
by  Divine  assistances,  yet  no  more  can  be  necessary ;  because 
nothing  of  this  could  ever  be  wanting  to  the  church.  There- 
fore, the  new  discovered  truth  cannot  of  itself  be  necessary : 
neither  can  the  discovery  make  it  necessary  to  be  believed, 
unless  I  find  it  to  be  discovered  and  revealed  by  him,  whose 
very  discovery,  though  accidental,  yet  can  make  it  necessary, 
that  is,  unless  I  be  convinced  that  God  hath  spoken  it. 
Indeed,  if  that  happen,  there  is  no  further  inquiry.  But, 
because  there  are  no  new  revelations  since  the  aposdes  died, 
whatever  comes  in  after  them,  is  only  by  man's  ratiocination: 
and,  therefore,  can  never  go  beyond  a  probability  in  itself, 
and  never  ought  to  pretend  higher,  lest  God's  incommunicable 
right  be  invaded,  which  is  to  be  the  Lord  of  human  under- 
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standings.  The  consequent  of  all  tliis  is,  there  can  be  nothing 
of  necessity  to  be  believed,  which  the  church  of  God,  taught 
by  the  apostles,  did  not  believe  necessary. 


SECTION  V. 

That  the  Church  of  Rome  pretends  to  a  Porter  of  introducing 
into  the  Confessions  of  the  Church,  new  Articles  of  Faith ; 
and  endeavours  to  alter  and  suppress  the  old  Catholic 
Doctrine, 

Now  then,  having  established  the  Christian  rule  and  measure, 
I  shall,  in  the  next  place,  show  how  the  church  of  Rome  hath 
usurped  an  empire  over  consciences,  offering  to  enlarge  the 
faith,  to  add  new  propositions  to  the  belief  of  Christians; 
and  imposes  them  under  pain  of  damnation.  And  this  I 
prove:  1.  Because  they  pretend  to  a  power  to  do  "it.  2. 
They  have  reason  and  necessity  to  do  so,  in  respect  of  their 
mterest,  and  they  actually  do  so  both  in  faith  and  manners. 
3.  They  use  indirect  and  unworthy  arts,  that  they  may  do 
it  without  reproach  and  discovery.  4.  Having  done  this, 
they,  by  enlarging  faith,  destroy  charity. 

1.  They  pretend  to  a  power  to  do  it.  The  authorities, 
which  were  brought  in  the  first  part  of '  the  Dissuasive  %'  did 
sufficiently  prove  this ;  but  bemuse  they  were  snarled  at,  I 
shall  justify  and  enlarge  them,  and  confirm  their  sense  by 
others.  First,  the  pope  hath  authority  (as  his  doctors  teach 
the  world)  to  declare  an  article  of  faith,  and  this  is  as  much 
as  the  apostles  themselves  could  do ;  that  is,  as  the  apostles, 
by  gathering  the  necessary  articles  of  faith,  made  up  a 
symbol  of  what  things  are  necessary,  and  by  their  imposing 
this  collection  on  all  churches,  their  baptizing  into  that  faith, 
their  making  it  a  rule  of  faith  to  all  Christians,  did  declare, 
not  only  the  truth,  but  the  necessity  of  those  articles  to  be 
learned,  and  to  be  believed ;  so  the  pope  also  pretends  he 
can  declare.  For  declaring  a  thing  *  to  be  true,'  and  declar- 
ing it  to  be  ^an  article  of  faith,'  are  things  of  vast  difference. 

*  Chap.  1.  sect,  page  10.  edit.  Dnblin,  1664. 
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He  that  dcelaves  it  only  to  b«  true,  impotM  no  nwfmtf  of 
beliering  it ;  but  if  he  can  make  it  apptar  to  be  true,  h^  to 
whom  it  80  appears,  eamiot  but  beliere  it.    B«t  if  h»  deQlaree 
it  to  be  an  article  of  faith,  he  says,  that  Ood  hath  made  it 
necessary  to  be  known,  and  to  be  believed ;  and  if  any  hath 
power  to  declare  this,  to  declare  I  say,  not  as  a  doctor,  but 
as  an  apostle,  as  Jesus  Christ  himself,  he  is  Master  and  Lord 
of  the  conscience.    Now  that  the  pope  pretends  to  this,  we 
are  fieroely  taught  by  his  doctors,  and  by  his  laws.    TImib 
the  gloss  ^  upon  the  extravagant '  de  yerborum  siguificatione, 
pap.  cum  inter,  verb,  declaramus/  says,  *'  He  being  prince 
of  the  church,  and  Christ's  vicar,  can,  in  that  capacity,  make 
a  declaration  upon  an  article  of  the  catholic  faith."    He  can 
declare  it  'antboritaiivV  not  only  as  a  doctor,  but  as  a  prince; 
by  empire  and  command,  as '  prinoeps  ecclesisi.'  The  Sorbon 
can  declare  as  well  as  he,  upon  the  catholic  iaitb,  if  it  be 
only  matter  of  skill  and  learning ;  but  to  declare  so,  aa  to 
bind  every  man  to  believe  it;  to  declare  ao,  aa  the  artide 
shall  be  a  point  of  faith,  wben  before  this  declaration  it  was 
not  so  '  quoad  nos ;'  this  is  that,  which  is  pretended  by  declar- 
ing :  and  so  this  very  gloss  expounds  it ;  adding  to  the 
former  words,  *^  The  pope  can  make  an  article  of  faith,  if  an 
article  of  faith  be  taken  not  properly,  but  largely,  that  is,  for 
a  doctrine  which  now  we  must  believe ;  whereas,  before  tuck 
declaration  we  were  not  tied  to  it.''*-'niese  are  the  words  of 
the  gloss ;  the  sense  of  which  is  this :  there  are  some  articles 
of  faith,  which  are  such  before  the  dedaratton  of  the  churclu 
and  some  which  are,  by  the  church's  declaration,  made  ao ; 
some  were  declared  by  the  Scriptures,  or  by  the  apostles ; 
and  some  by  the  councils,  or  popes  of  Rome :  after  wludi 
dedaiatton,  they  are  both  alike,  equally  neeeasary  to  he 
believed  ;  and  this  is  that  which  we  charge  upon  them,  as  a 
dangerous  and  intolerable  point.    For  it  says  plainly,  diat 
whereas  Christ  makes  some  artides  of  fiiith,  the  pope  can 
make  odiers ;  for  if  they  were  not  artides  of  tuA,  before 
the  declaration  of  the  pope,  then  he  makes  them  to  be  sui^h ; 
and  that  is  truly  (according  to  their  own  words),  '  facere  arti* 
culrnn  tidei  :* '  this  is  making  an  artide  of  faith.'  Neither  will  it 
suffice  to  say,  that  this  proposition,  so  declared,  was,  before 
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Sueh  a  dedaration,  really  and  indeed,  an  article  of  faith  in 
itself;  bot  not  in  respect  of  us.  For  this  is  all  one  in  eeveral 
words.  For  an  article  of  fiiith  is  a  relatire  temi ;  it  is  a 
proposition  wUch  we  ane  commanded  to  belieye,  and  to 
confess ;  and  to  say,  this  is  an  article  of  faith,  and  yet 
that  no  man  is  bound  to  bdieve  it,  is  a  contradiction.  Now, 
then,  let  it  be  considered ;  no  man  is  bound  to  believe  any 
article  till  it  be  declared;  as  no  man  is  bound  to  obey  a 
law,  till  it  be  promulgated;  faith  comes  by  hearing ;^rU 
there  be  hearing,  there  can  be  no  faith ;  and,  therefore,  no 
article  of  faith.  The  truth  is  eternal,  but  faith  is  but  tern* 
porary,  and  depends  upon  the  declaration.  Now,  then, 
suppose  any  article ;  I  demand,  did  Christ  and  his  apostles 
declare  it  to  the  church  ?  If  not,  how  does  the  pope  know 
it,  who  pretenda  to  no  new  reyelations  ?  If  the  apostles  did 
not  declare  it,  how  were  they  faithful  in  the  house  of  God  ? 
and  how  did  St.  Paul  say  truly «,  *'  I  have  not  failed  or 
ceased,"  &9ayywaim,  to  ''  declare,"  to  annunciate  to  you  all 
the  whole  council  of  Ood.  But  if  they  did  say  true,  and 
were  faithful,  and  did  declare  it  all;  then  was  it  an  article  of 
faith,  before  the  pope's  declaration ;  and  then  it  was  a  sin  of 
ignorance  not  to  believe  it, — and  of  malice,  or  pusillanimity 
not  to  confess  it, — and  a  wotrae  sin  to  hare  contradicted  it. 
And  who  can  suppose  that  the  apostolical  churches  and  their 
descendants,  should  be  ignorant  in  any  thing  that  was  then 
a  matter  of  faith  ?  If  it  was  not  then,  it  cannot  now  be 
declared  that  it  was  so  then ;  for  to  declare  a  thing  properly, 
is  to  publish  what  it  was  before ;  if  it  was  then,  there  needs 
no  declaration  of  it  now,  unless  by  declaring,  we  mean 
preaching  it;  and  then  every  parish  priest  is  bound  to  do  it, 
and  can  do  it  as  well  as  the  pope.  If,  therefore^  thiey  mean 
more,  as  it  is  certain  they  do, — then,  declaring  an  article  of 
fhith,  is  but  the  civiller  word  for  making  it.  Christ's  preach* 
tng,  and  the  apostles'  imposing  it,  made  it  an  article' of  fiiith, 
in  itsdf,  and  to  us ;  other  declarations,  excepting  only  teach* 
ing,  preaching,  expounding,  and  exhorting,  we  know  none, 
and  we  need  none ;  for  they  only  could  do  it,  and,  it  is 
certain,  they  did  it  fully. 

But  I  need  not  argue,  and  take  pains  to  prove,  that  by 

*  Act*,  \x.  f7. 
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declaring  they  mean  more  than  mere  preaching;  themseWea 
own  the  utmost  intention  of  the  charge.    The  pope  can 
*  statuere  arti^ulos  fidei ;'  that  is  more  than  declare  merely ; 
it  must  be  to  appoint,  to  decree,  to  determine^  that  such  a 
thing  is,  of  necessity,  to  be  believed  unto  salvation:  and 
because  Luther'  said  the  pope  could  not  do  this,  he  was 
condemned  by  a  bull  of  pope  Leo.    But  we  may  yet  further 
know  the  meaning  of  this ;  for  their  doctors  are  plain  in 
affirming,  that  ^  the  pope  is  the  foundation,  rule  and  principle 
of  faith/    So  Turrecremata* :    "  For  to  him  it  belongs  to  be 
the  measure  and  rule,  and  science  of  things  that  are  to  be 
believed,   and  of  all   things   which  are  necessary  to  the 
direction  of  the  faithful  unto  life  eternal;*' — And  again,  '^It 
is  easy  to  understand  that  it  belongs  to  the  authority  of  the 
pope  of  Rome',  as  to  the  general  and  principal  master  and 
doctor  of  the  whole  world,  to  determine  those  things  which 
are  of  faith ;  and  by  consequence  to  publish  a  symbol  of 
faith  :  to  interpret  the  senses  of  Holy  Scriptures :  to  approve 
and  reprove  the  sayings  of  every  doctor  belonging  to  faith." 
—  Hence  comes  it  to  pass,  that  ''the  doctors  say,  that  the 
apostolical  see  is  called  the  mistress  and  mother  of  faith  >." 
And  what  can  this  mean ;  but  to  do  that  which  the  apostles 
could  not  do ;  that  is,  to  be  lords  over  the  faith  of  Christen* 
dom  ?    For  to  declare  only  an  article  of  faith,  is  not  all  they 
challenge ;  they  can  do  more.    As  he  is  pope,  he  can  not 
only  declare  an  article  of  faith,  but  introduce  a  new  one : 
and  this  is  that,  which  I  suppose  Augustinus  Triumphus  to 
mean,  when  he  says  ^,  '^  Symbolum  novum  condere  ad  papam 
solum  spectat  '^  and,  if  that  be  not  plain  enough,  he  adds^, 
**  As  he  can  make  a  new  creed,  or  symbol  of  faith ;  so  he 
can  multiply  new  articles,  one  upon  another."     For  the 
conclusion  of  this  particular,  I  shall  give  a  very  considerable 
instance,  which  relies  not  upon  the  credit  and  testimony 
of  their  doctors,  but  is  matter  of  fact,  and  notorious  to  all 
the  worid''.    For  it  will  be  to  no  purpose  for  them  to  deny 

<*  Art.  97.  Ortum  est  in  roanu  ecclesiae  ant  Pa|Me  prorent  dob  eaie, 
statnere  articolos  fidei,  5ec 

•  Torrecrcm.  lib.  ii.  cap.  107.  '  Idem  ibid. 

I  Eitravag.  de  verb,  ugnific.  cap.  Qnia  qoonrndain  gloM. 

^  Que.  59.  art.  1.  *  Art.  S. 

^  Vide  Salmeron.  prolog,  in  comment,  in  epiit.  ad  Roman,  part  3,  p.  176. 
Sect  Tertid  dicitnr. 
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it,  and  say,  that  the  pope  can  only  declare  an  article,  but  ndt 
make  a  nei?  one.  For  it  is  plain,  that  tfaey  so  declare  an  old 
one,  that- they  bring  a  new  one  in ;  they  pretend  the  old  creed 
to  be  with  child  of  a  cushion,  and  they  introduce  a  8uppositi<- 
tious  child  of  their  own  The  instance  I  mean,  is  that  article 
of  the  apostles'  creed,  "  I  believe  the  holy  catholic  church." 
The  question  is  made,  what  is  meant  by  it  ?  They  that  have 
a  mind  to  it,  understand  it  easily  enough ;  it  was  a  declara^ 
tion  of  the  coming  of  the  Messias  into  the  world ;  the  great 
proof  that  Jesus  of  Nazareth  was  the  Shiloh,  or  he  that  was 
to  come.  For  whereas  the  Jews  were  the  inclosure  and 
peculiar  people  of  God ;  at  the  coming  of  the  Messias  it 
should  be  so  no  more;  but  the  Gentiles  being  called,  and 
the  sound  of  the  Gospel  going  into  all  the  world,  it  was  no 
more  the  church  of  the  Jews,  but  *  Ecclesia  totius  mundi,' 
*  the  church  of  the  universe,'  the  universal,  or  cathoHc  churchy 
of  Jews  and  Gentiles,  of  all  people,  and  all  languages.  Now 
this  great  and  glorious  mystery,  we  confess  in  thia  article ; 
that  is,  we  confess,  that  God  hath  given  to  his  Son  *  the 
heathen  for  an  inheritance,  and  the  utmost  parts  of  the  world 
for  a  possession ;'  that ''  God  is  no  respecter  of  persons',  but 
in  every  nation,  he  that  feareth  him,  and  worketh  righteous- 
ness, is  accepted  with  him."  This  is  the  plain  sense  of  the 
article,  and  renders  the  article  also  highly  considerable,  and 
represents  it  as  fundamental ;  and  it  is  agreeable  with  the 
very  economy  of  the  gospel,  and  determines  one  of  die 
greatest  questions  that  ever  were  in  the  worid,  the  dispute 
between  the  Jews  and  Gentiles ;  and  is  not  only  easy  and 
intelligible,  but  greatly  for  edification.  ' 

Now,  then,  let  us  see  how  the  church  of  Rome,  by  her 
head  and  members,  expounds  or  declares  this  article,  *  I  believe 
the  holy  catholic  church ;'  so  it  is  in  the  apostles'  creed.  '  I 
believe  one  holy,  catholic,  and  apostolic  church;'  so  the 
Nicene  creed.  Here  is  no  difference,  and  no  commentary, — 
but  the  same  thing  with  the  addition  of  one  word  to  the  same 
sense ;  only  it  includes  also  the  first  founders  of  this  catholic 
church ;  as  if  it  had  been  said,  *  I  believe  that  the  church 
of  Christ  is  disseminated  over  the  world,  and  not  limited 
to  the  Jewish  pale ;  and  that  this  church  was  founded  by  the 

-^  *  Acts,  X.  55. 
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aposUes  ApoD  the  rock  Clsmt  Jesw/    But  the  chuch  of 
Rome  bath  handled  this  articde  after  another  manner ;  she 
hath  explained  it  ao  clearly,  that  no  wise  man  can  belieie 
it;  she  hath  declared  the  article^  ao  as  to  make  it  a  aev 
one,  and  made  an  addition  to  it  that  destroys  the  principle : 
^'Saactam  catholicam  et  apo8t<dicam  Romanam  ecclesiaas, 
omniam  ecclesiarum  matrem  et  magisttam  agnosco :"  **  I 
acknowledge  the  holy  catholic  and  apostoUc  Roman  chnrch 
the    mother    and    mistress   of    all   churehes/* — And  at 
the  end  of  this  declaration  of  the  creed,  it  is  added  as 
at  the  end  of  the  Athanasian,  *  this  is   the  true  catholic 
faith,  without  which  no  man  can  be  sared ;'  and  this  is  the 
creed  of  pope  Pius  IV.  enjoined  to  be  sworn  by  all  eccle- 
siastics, secular  or  reUgious.    Now  let  it  be  considered, 
whether  this  declaration  be  not  a  new  article,  and  not  only 
so,  but  a  destruction  to  the  old.     1.  The  apostolical  creed 
professes  to  believe  the  catholic  or  vniversal  chnrch.    The 
pope  limits  it,  and  calls  it  the  catholic  Roman  church ;  that, 
by  all  he  means  some,  and  the  umversal  means  but  particular. 
But  besides  this,  2.  It  is  oertain»  this  must  be  a  piece  of  a 
new  creed ;  since  it  is  plain,  the  apostles  did  no  more  intend 
the  Roman  charoh    should  be  comprehended    under   the 
catholic  church,  than  as  every  other  churdi  which  was 
then,  or  should  be  after.    And  why  Rosnan  should  be  pat 
in,  and  not  the  Ephesine,  the  Csesarean*  or  the  Uieroaoiy- 
mitan,  it  is  not  to  be  imagined*    3.  This  must  needs  be  a 
new  article,  because  the  ftdl  sense  and  mystery  of  the  old 
article  was  perfect  and  complete,  before  the  Roman  chnrch 
was  in  being.    "  I  believe  the  holy  catholic  chinch/*  was  sa 
article  of  fiuth  before  there  was  any  Roman  ckarch  at  alL 
4.  The  interposing '  the  Roman '  into  the  creed,  as  equal,  and 
of  the  extent  with  the  catholic,  is  not  only  a  felse,  but  a 
maUciQus  addition.    For  they,  having  perpetually  in  their 
mouths,  'that  out  of  die  catholic  church  there,  is  no  salva- 
tion;' and  now  against  the  truths  simplicity,  interest,  and 
design  of  the  apostolical  creed,  having  made  the  Roman 
and  Cathdic  to  be  all  one;* — they  have  also  established  this 
doctrine  as  a  virtual  part  of  the  creed,  that  out  of  the  com- 
munion of  the  church  of  Rome  Aere  is  no  salvation  to  be 
hoped  for ;  and  so  by  this  means  damn  all  the  Christians  of 
the  world,  who  are  not  of  their  communion ;  and  that  is  the 
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fer  biggest  part  of  the  catholic  cburoh.   6.  How  intolerable  a 
thing  it  is  to  put  the  word  '  Roman'  to  expound  '  Catholic' 
in  the  creed ;  when  it  is  confessed  among  themselyes'^  that 
it  is  not  of  faith,   ''that  the  apostolic  chnrch  cannot  be 
separated  from  the  Roman ;"  and  Bellarmine  proves  this  '^ ; 
because  there  is  neither  Scripture  nor  tradition  that  affirms 
it :  and  then  if  ever  they  be  separated,  and  the  apostolic  be 
removed  to  Constantinople,  then  the  creed  must  be  changed 
again,  and  it  mast  run  thus :  *  I  believe  the  holy  catholic  and 
apostolic  Constantinopolitan  church.'    6.  There  is,  in  this 
declaration  of  the  apostolical   creed,  a  manifest   untruth 
decreed,  enjoined,  professed,  and  commanded  to  be  sworn 
to ;  and  that  is,  that  '  the  Romah  church  is  the  mother  of  all 
churches :'  when  it  is  confessed  that  St.  Peter  sat  bishc^  at 
Antioch,  seven  years  before  his  pretended  coming  to  Rome : 
and  that  'Jerusalem  is  the  mother  of  all  churches ^'    For 
'  the  law  went  forth  out  of  Sion,  and  the  word  of  the  Lord 
from  Jerusalem :'  and,  therefore,  the  oecumenical  council  of 
Constantinople,  in  the  consecration  of  St.  Cyril,  said,  '.'  We 
show  unto  you  Cyril,  the  bishop  of  Jerusalem,  which  is  the 
mother  of  all  other  churches."   The  tike  is  said  of  the  church 
of  CcBsarea  (with  an  exception  only  of  Jerusalem),  ''  qutt 
prope  mater  omnium  ecdesiarum,  et  fuit  ab  initio,  et  nunc 
quoque  est,  et  nominatur :  quAm  Christiana  respublica,  velut 
centrum  suum  circulus,  undique  observat" — How  this  saying 
of  St.  Ghregory,  the  Divine,  can  consist  with  the  new  Roman 
creed,  I  leave  it  to  the  Roman  doctors  to  consider.     In  the 
meantime  it  is  impossible  that  it  should  be  true>  that  the 
Roman  church  is  the  mother  of  all  churches^  not  only 
because  it  is  not  imaginable  she  could  beget  het  own  grand-* 
mother;  but  for  another  pretty  reason,  which  Bellarmine 
hath  invented P;  "Though  the  ancients  every  where  call  the 
Roman  church  '  the  mother  of  all  churches,'  and  that  all 
bishops  had  their  consecration  and  dignity  from  her;  yet, 
this  seems  not  to  be  true,  but  in  that  sense,  because  Peter 
was  bishop  of  Rome :  he  ordained  all  the  apostles  and  all 

*  Driedo  dc  dogmst.  Ecol  lib.  Iv.  c.  8.  p.  3. 
■  Lib.  W.  dc  Poutif.  Rom.  c.  4.  sect.  At  sccuDdnm. 
o  Apod  BaroD.  A.D.  58t.  o.  id.  vide  etiam  S.  BMil.  toin.  ii.  cp.  30.  ct 
Oreg.  Tbeol. 

p  Lib.  i.  de  Rom.  Pontif.  c.  ir3*  s^ct.  Secnnda  ratio. 
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Other  bishops,  by  himself,  or  by  others.  Otherwise,  since 
all  the  apostles  constitoted  very  many  bishops  in  divers 
places,  if  the  apostles  were  not  made  bishops  by  Peter, 
certainly  the  greatest  part  of  bishops  will  not  deduce  their 
original  from  Peter."  This  is  Bellarmine's  argument,  by 
which  he  hath  perfectly  overthrown  that  clause  of  Pius 
IV/s  creed ;  '  that  the  Roman  church  is  the  mother  of 
all  churches.'  He  confesses  she  is  not,  unless  St.  Peter 
did  consecrate  all  the  apostles :  he  might  have  added,  no, 
nor  then  neither,  unless  Peter  had  made  the  apostles  to 
be  bishops,  after  himself  was  bishop  of  Rome ;  for  what 
is  that  to  the  Roman  church,  if  he  did  this  before  he  was 
the  Roftian  bishop?  But  then,  that  Peter  made  all  the 
apostles  bishops  is  so  ridiculous  a  dream,  that  in  the  worid 
nothing  is  more  unwarrantable.  For,  besides  that  St.  Paul 
was  consecrated  by  none  but  Christ  himself,  it  is  certain 
that  he  ordained  Timothy  and  Titus,  and  that  the  succession 
in  those  churches  ran  from  the  same  original  in  the  same 
line ;  and  there  is  no  record  in  Scripture  that  ever  St.  Peter 
ordained  any ;  not  any  one  of  the  apostles  who  received 
their  authority  from  Christ  and  the  Holy  Spirit,  in  the  same 
times  altogether ;  which  thing  is  also  affirmed  by  Azorius^ 
and  Suarez%  who  also  quotes  for  it  the  authority  of  St. 
Austin',  and  the  gloss.  So  that  from  first  to  last,  it  ap- 
pears that  the  Roman  church  is  not  the  mother  church, 
and  yet  every  priest  is  sworn  to  live  and  die  in  the  belief 
of  it,  that  she  is.  However,  it  is  plain,  that  this  'asso- 
mentum'  and  shred  of  the  Roman  creed,  is  such  a  deck* 
ration  of  the  old  article  of  believing  the  <;atholic  church, 
that  it  is  not  only  a  direct  new  article  of  faith,  but  destroys 
the  old. 

By  thus  handling  the  creed  of  the  Catholic  church  we 
shall  best  understand  what  they  mean,  when  they  affirm  that 
the  pope  can  interpret  Scripture  '  authoritative,'  and  ''  he  can 
make  Scripture."-^"  Ad  quem  pertinet  sacram  Scripturam 
authoritative  interpretari ;  ejus  enim  est  interpretari,  cujos 
est  cbndere  :"  ^*  He  that  can  make  Scripture,  can  make  new 
articles  of  faith  surely." — Much  to  the  same  purpose  are  the 

4  lustitut.  moral,  part.  2.  lib.  iv.  c.  11.  sect  Altera  opinio. 
^  De  tripl.  virt.  Tlieolog.  disp.  10.  sect.  l.  n.  5.  et  7. 
•  QocKt.  Vet.  et  Nov.  Test.  q.  97. 
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words  of  pope  Innocent  IV.',  **  He  cannot  only  interpret  the 
Gospel,  but  add  to  it."  Indeed,  if  he  have  power  to  expound 
it  'authoritative/  that  is  as  good  as  making  it;  for  by  that 
means  he  can  add  to  it,  or  take  from  the  sense  of  it.  But 
that  the  pope  can  do  this,  that  is,  can  interpret  the  Scrip* 
tures  *  authoritative/  '  sententialitor/  '  obligatorie,'  so  as  it  is 
not  lawful  to  hold  the  contrary,  is  affirmed  by  Augustinus 
Triumphus%  Turrecreroata*,  and  HerveyJ^.  And  cardinal 
Hosius'  goes  beyond  this,  saying, ''  That  although  the  words 
of  the  Scripture  be  not  open,  yet  being  uttered  in  the  sense 
of  the  churchy  they  are  the  express  words  of  Ood ;  but 
uttered  in  any  other  sense,  are  not  the  express  word  of  God, 
but  rather  of  the  devil."  To  these  I  only  add  what  we  are 
taught  by  another  cardinal*;  who  persuading  the  Bohemians 
to  accept  the  sacrament  of  the  Lord's  supper  in  one  kind, 
tells  them  ;-— and  it  is  that  I  said  before ; — '  if  the  church,  viz. 
of  Rome  (for  that  is  with  them  the  catholic  church)  or  if  the 
pope,  that  is,  the  virtual  church,  do  expound  any  evangelical 
sense  contrary  to  what  the  current  sense  and  practice  of  the 
catholic  primitive  church  did;  not  that,  but  this  present, 
interpretation  must  be  taken  for  the  way  of  salvation :  for 
**  God  changes  his  judgment,  as  the  chuirch  does\"  So  that 
it  is  no  wonder,  that  the  pope  can  make  new  articles,  or  new 
Scriptures,  or  new  Gospel ;  it  seems  the  church  of  Rome  can 
make  contrary  Gospel :  that  if  in  the  primitive  church  to 
receive  in  both  kinds  was  *  via  salutis,*  because  it  was  under- 
stood then  to  be  a  precept  evangelical ;  afterwards  the  way 
of  salvation  shall  be  changed,  and  the  precept  evangelical 
must  be  understood  to  take  it  in  one  kind.  But  this  is 
denied  by  Balduinus^,  who,  to  the  question,  ^  whether  can 
the  pope  find  out  new  articles  of  faith  Y  says,  *  I  answer,  yes  : 
but  not  contrary.'  It  seems  the  doctors  differ  upon  that 
point:  but  that  which  the  cardinal  of  Cusa,  the  legate  of 
pope  Nicolas  V.  taught  the  Bohemians,  was,  how  they  should 
answer  their  objection  :  for,  they  said,  if  Christ  commanded 
one  thing,  and  the  council,  or  the  pope,  or  the  prelates  com- 

'  Innocent.  IV.  in  cap.  super  eo.  de  Bigamis. 

*  Qn.  67.  a.  «.  >  Lib.  ii.  c.  ]07.  f  De  potestate  Papve. 

*  De  eipresso  Dei  verbo  et  in  Epilogo. 

*  Card.  Cnsan.  Epist.  t.  ad  Bohemos,  de  usa  Commnnionis,  p.  853. 
^  Epist.  3.  p.  838. 

c  In  1  Decret.  de  summaTrinitate  et  6de  Catliol.  n.  44.  15.  dist.  Canones, 
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manded  contrary,  Aey  would  not  obey  the  chuich  but  ChfiBt 
But  how  greatly  they  were  mistakeoy  the  eardinal  legate' 
told  them,  '^  Possibile  non  eat,  ScriptQiam  quuncunqae,  aive 
ipsa  preceptum  sive  oonailium  contineat,  in  eoa  qui  apud 
ecclesiam  exiatunt,  plua  auctoritatia  ligandi  habere  aut  im>1- 
vendi  fideles,  qu&m  ipsa  eccleaia  voluerit,  aut  ver bo  aat  opeie 
expresseiit :"  and  in  the  third  epistle «  he  tells  them*  ''The 
authority  of  the  church  is  to  be  preferred  before  the  Scrip- 
tures."— The  same  also  is  taught  by  Elysius  Neapolitaaus. 

It  matters  not  what  the  primitive  church  did;  no,  nor 
much  what  the  apostolical  did :  *'  for  the  apostles,  indeed, 
wrote  some  certain  things,  not  that  they  should  rule  our 
iaith  and  our  religion,  but  that  they  should  be  under  it^;" 
that  is,  they  submit  the  Scriptures  to  the  faith,  nay,  even  to 
the  practice  of  the  church.    For  **  the  pope  can  change  the 
Gospel,"  said  Henrys,  **  the  master  of  the  Roman  palace, — 
"  and>  according  to  place  and  time,  give  it  another  sense :" 
insomuch,  that  if  any  '*  man  3hould  not  believe  Christ  to  be 
the  true  God  and  man,  if  the  pope  thought  so  too,  he  should 
not  be  damned,''  said  the  cardinal  of  St.  Angelo ;  and  Syl* 
vester  Prierias  ^  expressly  affirmed,  that  the  authority  of  the 
church  of  Rome,  and  the  pope's,  is  greater  than  the  authority 
of  the  Scriptures.   These  things  being  so  notorious,  I  wonder 
with  what  confidence  Bellarmine.  can  say,  that '  the  catho* 
lics,'-^  meaning  his  own  parties, — *  do  not  subjeet  the  Scrip- 
ture but  prefer  it  before  councils ;  and  that  there  is  no  con- 
troversy in  this ;'  when  the  contrary  is  so  plain  in  the  pre* 
alleged  testimonies:   but  because  his  conscience  chedced 
him  in  this  particular,  he  thinks  to  escape  with  a  distinction. 
If  the  catholics  sometimes  say»  that '  the  Scriptures  depend 
upon  the  church,  or  a  council,'  they  do  not  understand  it,  in 
respect  of  authority  or  in  themselves;  but  by  explication, 
and  in  relation  to  us',  which  is  too  crude  an  affirmative  to  be 
believed :  for  besides  that  Pighius,  in  his  epistle  to  Paul  III. 
before  his  books  of  ecclesiastical  hierarchy,  affirms,  that  the 


*  Epist  S.  ad  Bobemos,  p.  834.  edit.  Basil.  A.  D.  1565. 

*  Id  piornm  Clypeo,  qa.  %9.  artic.  5.  '  Pighius  Hienirch.  lib.  i.  c.  f. 
f  Ad  legates  Bobemicos  sub  Felice  Papa,  A.  D.  1447.   Vide  Polan.  in 

Dan.  11.  371. 

^  Sylvett.  Prierias  cont.  Lutheram,  concloi  56* 

*  Bellann.  de  CoDcil.  autor.  lib.  ii.  c.  12.  sect.  Disimos. 
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^ole  authority  of  the  Soriplaw  depends  upon  the  diurcb; 
ajid  the  testmtooi^a*  aboTe  oitdd,  do  ks  teems  confute  thk 
saying  of 'has:  th«  dtstinctioA  itself  helps  not  all:  for  if  the 
Seriptoffes  have  *  qudad  itos,'  no  authority^,  but  what  the 
pope,  or  the  chuscb  is  pleased  to  giro  them;  then  they  have 
in  thenwelres  none  at  alL  For  "  the  Soriplores  weoe  written 
for  oar  learning;"  not  to  fostractthe  angels,  but  to  eonsesve 
the  truths  of  God  for  the  nseof  the  church;  and  they  hare 
no  other  use  or  design ;  and  if  a  man  shall  say  the  Scriptures 
have  in  themselves  gneat  authority^  he  mast  mean  that  ia 
themsehres  they  are  Ughly  credible '  quoad  nos ;'  that  is,  tbai 
we  are  boand  to  believe  them  for  their  own  trath  and  excelr 
leacy.  And  if  a  man  shall  say,  they  have  ao  authority 
*  quoad  nos,'  but  what  the  church  gives  them  ;  he.  stiys,  they 
are  not  credible  in  themselves,  and  '  in  se/  have  no  autho- 
rity ;  so  that  this  distinetioB  is  a  metaphysical  nothing,  and 
is  bronght  cmly  to  amuse  man  that  have  not  leisare  to  con^ 
aider.  And  he  that  says  one,  says  the  4»ther ;  oe  as  faad^ 
under  a  thi9.  and  transpai«nt  cover.  The  cburcb  gives  te»- 
tiniOQy  external  to  the  Scripture ;  but  the  internal  authority 
is  inherent,  and  derives  only  from  God.  But  let  the  witness 
of  the  dnurch  be  of  as  perfect  force,  as  can*  be  desired^  I 
meddle  not  wiith  it  here ;  but  that  which  I  charge  on  the 
Roman  doctors,  is,  that  they  give  to  their  church  a  power  of 
intiodacing,  and  imposing  new  arttcks  of  belief;  and  pre- 
tending that  they  have  power  so  to  do ;  and  their  definitioas 
are  of  authority  equal,  if  not  soperior  to  the  Scriptures*  And 
this  I  have  now  proved  by  many  testimonies :  taall  which  I 
add  that  of  the  canon  law  itself.  In  which  Oratian'^  most 
fiedsely  alleges  pretended  words  of  St.  Austin  (which  Beltap- 
mine  >  calls  '  a  being  deceived  by  a  false  copy  *),  and  among 
the  canonical  Scriptures,  reckons  the  decretal  epistles  of 
the  popes,  **  inter  quas  san^  illee  sunt  quas  apostolica  sedes 
habere,  et  ab  e&  alii  meruerunt  accipere  epistolas:''  Now 
who  can  tell  of  any  copy  of  St.  Austin,  or  heard  of  any,  in 
which  these  words  were  seen?  Certainly,  no  man  alive ;  but 
if  Gratian  was  deceived,  the  deceivers  were  among  them- 
selves ;  and  yet  they  loved  the  deception,  or  eke  they  might 


^  Diit.  l9.,Can.  ID  CanoDicift. 

1  De  Coneil.  antork.  li)i>.  ii.  c.  12.  ssci.  Rcapoodeo  ad  Ontiaoanb 
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have  expanded  those  words,  when  Gregory  XIII.  appointed 
a  committee  of  learned  men  to  purge  that  ^ofCofo^  Bat  it  yet 
remains ;  and  if  they  do  not  pass  for  St.  Austin's  words,  yet 
they  are  good  law  at  Rome.  **  And  heretics  indeed  talk 
otherwise/'  said  Eckius'*: '' Objiciunt  haeretici,  major  est  anto- 
ritas  Scripturee  quam  ecclesise ;"  but  he  hath  confuted  them 
with  an  excellent  argument.  The  church  using  blood  and 
strangled^  hath  by  authority  changed  a  thing  defined  by  the 
Scripture.  *'  Behold,''  says  he»  **  the  power  of  the  church 
over  Scripture !"  i  love  not  to  rake  in  such  polluted  chan- 
nels ;  he  that  is  pleased  with  it,  may  find  enough  to  entertain 
his  wonder,  and  his  indignation,  if  he  please  to  read  Capi- 
6trano%  Cupers<>,  Andradius',  Antonius^,  Pighius',  Silvester 
Prierias',  Johannes  Maria  Verratus^  Coster  %  Zabarel%  and 
Bellarmine'  himself,  who  y^,  with  some  more  modesty  of 
expression,  affirms  the  same  thing  in  substance,  which  accord- 
ing as  it  hath  been,  is,  and  is  still  likely  to  be  made  use  of»  is 
enough  to  undo  the  church ;  "  The  word  of  the  pope,  teaching 
out  of  his  chair,  is  '  non  omnino,' '  not  altogether/  or  '  not  at 
air  the  word  of  man,  that  is  a  word  liable  to  error,  but  in 
some  sort  the  word  of  God,'*  8ic.^ — Agreeable  to  which  is 
that  which  the  lawyers  say,  that  the  canon  law  is  the  Divine 
law ;  so  said  Hostiensis  >.  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  esteemed 
to  slander  her,  when  these  writers  think  they  so  much 
honour  the  church  of  Rome  in  these  sayings.  In  pursuance 
of  this  power  and  authority,  pope  Pius  IV.  made  a  new 
creed ;  and  putting  his  power  into  act,  did  multiply  new 
articles  one  upon  another.  And  in  the  council  of  Trent, 
amongst  many  other  new  and  fine  doctrines,  this  was  one, 
that  *  it  is  heresy  to  say,  that  matrimonial  causes  do  not  per- 

■»  IcM.  Com.  tit.  t .  de  Ecclesia  et  ejiii  autorit. 

•  Fol.  1X6.  a.  b.  et  104.  b.  et  133.  b. 

o  Pag.  4^.  n.  15.  et  p.  11.  n.  18.  ct  194.  n.  9. 
P  DefeiM.  Trid.  lib.  i.  ct  lib.  ii.  et  ExpHc.  Orthod.  lib.  ii. 
%  Pag.  5.  lib.  XS.  c.  3.  sect  3. 

'  De  Fide  et  Juttif.  74.  6.  et  Hierarch.  Eccl.  lib.  i.  c,  f,3»  4.  et  |o  pr^ 
(atione  ad  Panlum  tertium 

•  Cootr.  Lather.  Concl.  66. 

t  Dis.  coDtr.  Luther.  8.  de  Ecel.  Concl.  1.  Kb.  edit.  1554. 
•■  Eocliirid.  c.  1. 

■  In  3  lib.  Decret.  de  Conven.  Conjng.  c.  ex  Publico,  n.  16. 
y  De  verb.  Dei,  lib.  iii.  c.  10.  sect.  Ad  decimnin  qntntum. 

•  Snper  x.  de  Cret.  de  Jurejnr.  c.  Niniii,  d.  i. 
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tain  to  ecdesiastical  judges  :*  and  yet  we  in  England  owe 
tbis'priyilegeto  the  favour  and  bounty  of  the  king,  and  so 
did  the  ancient  churches  to  the  kindness  and  religion  of  the 
emperor;  and,  if  it  were  so,  or  not  so,  it  is  but  matter  of  dis- 
cipline, and  cannot  by  a  simple  denial  of  it  become  an 
heresy.  So  that  what  Ihave  alleged,  is  not  the  opinion  of 
some  private  doctors,  but  the  public  practice  of  the  Roman 
church.  **  Commissum  ei  (papae)  munus  non  mod6  articulos 
indeterminatos  detefminandi,  sed  etiam  fidei  symbolum  con- 
dendi:  atque  hoc  ipsum  orthodoxos  omnes  omnium  ssbcu- 
lorum  agnovisse,  et  palam  confesses  esse ;"  it  was  said  to 
,  Paulus  Quintus,  in  an  address  to  him\  And  how  good  a 
catholic  Baronius  was  in  this  particular,  we  may  guess  by 
what  himself  says  concerning  the  business  of  the  ApoUi- 
narists,  in  which  the  pope  did  and  undid;  ''Ut  plan^  ap- 
pareat,"  says  Baronius  ^  **  ex  arbitrio  pependis^e  Romani 
pontificisy  decreta  sancire,  et  sancita  mutare." 

2.  That  which  I  am  next  to  represent  is,  that  the  church 
of  Rome  hath  reason  and  necessity  to  pretend  to  this  power 
.of  making  new  articles ;  for  they  having  in  the  body  of  their 
-articles,  and  in  the  public  doctrines  allowed  by  them,  and  in 
the  profession  and  practices  of  their  church,  so  many  new 
things,  which  at  least  seem  contrary  to  Scripture,  or  are  not 
at  all  in  Scripture ;  and  such  for  which  it  is  impossible  to 
show  any  apostolical,  or  primitive  tradition,  do  easily  and 
openly  betray  their  own  weakness  and  necessity  in  this 
.affair.  My  first  instance  is  of  their  known  arts  of  abusing 
the  people,  by  pretended  apparitions,  and  false  miracles,  for 
the  establishing  of  strange  opinions.  "Non  obscurum  est 
quot  opiniones  invectse  sunt  in  orbem  per  homines,  ad  suum 
questum  callidos,  confictorum  miraculorum  prsesidio,*'  said 
Erasmus.  These  doctrines  must  needs  be  things  that  come 
over  the  walls,  and  in  at  the  windows ;  they  come  not  the 
right  way.  For  besides  that,  as  St.  Chrysostom^  Bays,  *'  It 
was  at  first  profitable,  that  miracles  should  be  done;  and 
now  it  is  profitable,  that  they  be  not  done :  for  then  our  faith 
was  finished  by  miracles,  but  now  by  the  Divine  Scriptures :" 

*  Lib.  Benedict!  de  Benedict.  Bononias  cxcusus,  A.  D.  1600. 

*»  A.  D.  373.  n.  f «. 

c  In  I  Cor.  ii.  torn,  ti.*  K*l  yk(  *ai  rirt  xpo^c  lylnro,  ni  xr»«^/^C  •« 
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Miraclea  are  Kke  watering  of  phnta,  to  be  done  when  Ibey 
are  newly  set,  and  before  they  have  taken  root.  Henoe  the 
apostle  saithy  **  Tongues  are  for  a  sign  to  them  that  bdteYe 
not,  and  not  for  them  that  believe/'  So  St. Gregory',  "Our 
ancestors  followed  after  Kigns;  by  which  it  came  to  pass, 
that  they  should  not  be  necessary  to  their  posterity  ;*'  and, 
"  he  'that  yet  looks  for  miracles  that  he  may  beUeve,  is  hiDii<* 
self  a  miracle."  Nay,  to  pretend  miracles  now^a-days^  is  the 
worst  sign  in  the  world.  And  here  St.  Austin^,  in  great  seal, 
gives  warning  of  such  things  as  these :  ''  Let  not  a  man  say^ 
this  is  true,  because  Donatus,  Pontiiis,  or  another,  hath  done 
wonderful  things ;  or  because  men  praying  at  the  memovies 
of  martyrs  are  heard ;  or  because  such,  or  audi  things  tiiere 
huppen,  or  because  that  brother  of  ours,  or  that  sister  of 
ours,  waking  saw  such  a  vision,  or  sleeping  dreamt  such  a 
dream :  let  those  fictions  of  lying  men,  or  wonders  of  de- 
ceitful spirits,  be  removed.  For  either  those  things  which 
are  spoken,  are  not  true ;  or  if  any  mirades  of  heretics  be  done, 
we  ought  to  take  heed  the  more.  Beoauae  wh«i  our  Lord 
said,  some  'deceivers  should  arise,  which  should  do  8agn% 
and  deceive,  if  it  were  possible,  the  very  elect;'  he,  oom- 
mending  this  saying,  vehemently  added,  *  Behold^  I  have 
told  you  of  it  before.'"  The  same  is  ako  taught  by  the 
author  >  of  the  imperfect  work  on  St.  Matthew,  imputed  to 
St.  Chrysostom,  who  calls  the  power  of  working  miraclea 
(after  the  first  vocation  of  the  Gospel)  *  seductionis  adjatoiia,' 
'  the  helps  of  seduction ;'  as  at  first  they  were  used  by  Christ, 
and  Christ's  serVanta,  as  instruments  of  vocation;  and  affirms, 
these  helps  of  deceit  were  to  be  deUvered  to  the  devil.  It 
was  the  same  in  the  Gospel,  as  it  was  in  the  law  of  Moses ; 
After  God  had,  by  signs  and  wonders  in  the  hand  of  Moaes, 
fixed  and  established  his  law,  which  only  was  to  be  their 
.rule ;  and  caution  was  given,  (Deut.  i.  13.)  that  against  that 
rule  no  man  should  be  believed,  thoi:^  he  wrought  miracles. 
Upon  which  words  Theodoret^  says,  "  We  are  instructed, 
that  we  must  not  mind  signs,  when  he  that  works  them 
teaches  any  thing  contrary  to  piety."    And  therefore  these 

<i  Homil.  S9.  in  EYsngel.  *  S.  Aof.  de  vcri  Rdig.  cia. 

'  Id.  de  civit.  Dei,  lib.  xxiu  c.  8. 

f  August.  Tract.  IS.  in  Efsngel.  Johss.  Homil.  49. 

*  QnaesL  in  Denter. 
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things  oan  be  to  no  purpose,  unless  it  be  to  deceive ;  except 
this  only,  that  where,  miracles  are  pretended,  there  is  a 
warning  also  given,  that  there  is  danger  of  deceptioi>,  and 
there  is  the  seat  of  antichrist, '  who  is  foretold  should  come 
in  all  signs,  and  lying  wonders/  **  Generatio  nequam  signuin 
queerit,''  said  Christ.  But  it  is  remarkable  by  the  doctrines, 
for  which  in  the  church  of  Rome '  miracles  are  pretended, 
that  they  are  a  cover  fitted  for  their  dish ;  new  miracles  to 
destroy  the  old  truths,  and  to  introduce  new  opinions.  For 
to  prove  any  article  of  our  creed,  or  the  necessity  of  a  Divine 
commandment,  or  the  divinity  of  the  eternal  Son  of  Qod, 
there  is  now  no  need  of  miracles,  and  for  this  way  of  proving 
these,  and  such  articles  as  these,  they  trouble  not  themselves ; 
but  for  transub^tantiation,  adoration  of  the  consecrated  hretid 
and  wine,  for  purgatory,  invocation,  and  worship  of  saints, 
pf  their  relics,  of  the  cross,  monastical  vows,  fraternities  of 
friars  and  monks,  the  pope's  supremacy,  and  double  mo- 
narchy in  the  church  of  Rome,  they  never  give  over  to 
make,  and  boast  prodigious  miracles.  But  with  what  suc^ 
cess,  we  may  learn  from  some  of  the  more  sober  and  wise 
amongst  them.  ''  In  sacramento  apparet  caro,  interdum 
human&  procuratione,  interdum  operatione  diabolica,"  said 
Ale^^i^nder  of  Ales^ ;  this,  indeed,  was  an  old  trick ;  and  St. 
Irensdus^  reports,  that  it  was  done  by  Marcud,  that  great 
hsBresiarch,  that  by  his  prayer  he  caused  the  eucharistical 
wine  to  appear  as  if  it  were  turned  into  blood;  and  Biel"> 
affirms,  that  *'  miracles  are  done  tp  men  who^  run  to  images, 
sometimes  by  operation  of  devils,  to  deceive  those  inordinate 
worshippers ;  God  permitting  it,  and  their  infidelity  exacting 
it."  And  when,  in  the  question  of  the  immaculate  concep- 
tion, there  are  miracles  produced  on  both  sides,  (as  the  learned 
bishop '^  of  the  Canaries  tells  us),  it  must  needs  be,  that  on 
one  side  the  devil  was  the  architect,  if  not  on  both.  And 
such  stories  are  so  frequently  related  by  the  Romish  legends, 
by  St.  Gregory,  bishop  of  Rome,  by  Beds,  by  Vincentius 
Belvacensis  Antoninus,  by  the  *  Speculum  Exemplorum/  and 
are  accounted  religious  stories,  and  are  so  publicly  preached 
and  told  by  the  friars  in  their  sermons,  and  so  believed  by 

*  Hie.  11. 19.  vide  Stellam;  ibid.  '^  Id.  quartam  sent.  q.  53. 

I  Ireu.  lib.  i.  c.  9.  "  la  Canpn  MtsH.  lect.  49. 

*  Melchior  Canos.  loc.  CommoD.  lib.  xi.  c.  6. 
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the  people,  and  the  commoo  sort  of  Roman  catholics,  and 
indifferently  amongst  many  of  the  better  sort,  that  their 
minds  are  greatly  posseRsed  with  such  a  RuperstitiouB  cre- 
dulity, and  are  fed  with  snch  hypochondriacal,  and  fond  opi- 
nions, that  it  is  observable,  how  they,  by  those  usages,  are 
become  fond  news-mongers,  and  reporters  of  every  ridiculous 
story.  "  Hi  pi^  nonnihil  admentientes,  supponunt  reliquias, 
fabricant  miracula,  confinguntque  (quce  exempla  vocant)  vel 
plausibiles,  vel  terri biles  fabu las :"  so  Cornelius  Agrippa* com- 
plains of  the  writers  of  such  ridiculous  stories  in  that  church ; 
that,  as  one  of  their  own  writers  said, '  they  equal,  if  not 
exceed,  Amadis  and  Clarianus.'  Who  please  to  see  more  of 
this,  may  be  satisfied  with  reading  Canus,  in  the  chapter 
above  quoted  :  or,  if  he  please,  he  may  observe  it  in  Bellar- 
mine' himself;  who  out  of  those  very  legends  and  stories, 
which  are  disallowed  by  Canus,  and  out  of  divers  others,  as 
Garetius,  Tilmanus,  Bredenbachius,  Thomas  of  Walden,  and 
I  know  not  who  besides,  recount  seven  miracles,  to  prove 
the  proper  natural  presence  of  Christ's  body  in  the  sacra- 
ment ;  amongst  which,  it  is  not  the  least  which  he  tells,  of 
the  fellow's  beast,  who  left  his  barley  at  the  command  of 
St.  Anthony  of  Padua,  and  went  to  worship  the  sacrament. 
Such  things  as  these  it  is  no  wonder  that  they  are  either 
acted  or  believed  in  the  church  of  Rome,  since  so  many 
popes  and  priests  are  magicians ;  and  since  that  villain  of  a 
man,  pope  Hildebrand,  as  Cardinal  Beno  relates  in  his  life, 
could,  by  shaking  of  his  sleeve,  make  sparks  of  fire  fly  from 
it.  I  end  this,  and  make  no  other  use  of  it  than  what  is 
made  by  Aventinus  ^,  saying,  that  *  this  pope  under  show  of 
religion,  is  said  to  have  laid  the  foundation  of  the  empire  of 
antichrist.' — "  Multi  falsi  prophetse  nebulas  offundunt;  fa- 
bulis,  miraculis  (exempla  vocant)  i  veritate  Christi  plebem 
avertunt.  Falsi  tum  prophetse,  falsi  apostoli,  falsi  sacerdotes 
emers^re,  qui  simulate  religione  populum  deceperunt,  magna 
signa  atque  prodigia  ediderunt,  et  in  templo  Dei  sedere 
atque  extolli  super  id  quod  colitur,  coeperunt.  Dumque 
suam  potentiam,  dominationemque  stabilire  conantur^  cari- 
tatem,   et   simplicitatem    Christianam    extinxerunt."      And 


*  De  vuii.  Scirn.  c.  97.  r  Bcllar.  lib.  iii.  de  Encbar.  c.  8. 

«  Lib.  V.  et  lib.  vii. 
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they  continue  to  do  so  to  this  day«  where  they  have  any  hopes 
to  prevail  without  discovery.  Secondly,  themselves  acknow- 
ledge, that  *  there  are  many  things  of  which  there  was  no 
inquiry  in  the  primitive  church, which  yet,  upon  doubts  arising^ 
are  now  become  perspicuous  by  the  diligence  of  after-times ;' 
it  is  the  acknowledgment  of  the  cardinal  of  Rochester.  And 
Bellaimine'  helps  to  make  this  good  with  a  considerable 
instance, ''  Cum  scriberentur  Scriptursa,  nondum  cceperat  usus 
vovendi  Sanctis ;"  and  cardinal  Perron '  adds,  ^'  Et  quant  aux 
autheurs  plus  proche  du  siecle  apostolique,  encore  qu'il  ne 
se  trouve  pas  de  vestiges  de  cette  co{itume,  &c."  Neither 
in  the  age  of  the  apostles,  that  is, '  when  the  Scriptures  were 
written,  nor  in  the  age  next  to  it,  are  there  any  footsteps  of 
vowing  to  saints ;  for  then  the  custom  was  not  begun.'  The 
pope's  infallibility  goes  amongst  very  many  for  a  catholic 
doctrine ;  in  Spain  and  Italy,  in  Austria  and  P.oland,  it  is  so, 
and  every  where  else  where  the  Jesuits  prevail :  but  when 
Bellarmine  ^  hath  affirmed  that  Nilus,  Gerson,  Almain,  Air 
phonsus  k  Castro,  and  pope  Adrian  VI.  had  taught  that  the 
pope  might  be  «  heretic,  if  he  defines  without  a  general 
council ;  and  in  his  censure  of  them,  affirmed  that  this  opi- 
nion is  not  'propria  hseretica,'  he  plainly,  by  certain  and 
immediate  consequence,  confesses,  that  for  fourteen  or  fi& 
teen  hundred  years  the  judgment  of  the  pope  was  not 
esteeii^ed  infallible.  Now  if  this  be  true,  it  is  impossible 
that  it  can  ever  be  determined  as  a  catholic  truth ;  for  there 
is  no  catholic  tradition  for  it.  There  was  not  for  many  ages ; 
and,  therefore,  either  there  is  no  tradition  in  the  present 
church  for  it,  or  if  there  be,  it  is  contrary  to  the  old  tra- 
dition : .  and,  therefore,  either  the  tradition  of  the  present 
church  is  no  rule,  or  if  it  be,  it  is  a  very  new  one ;  and  several 
ages  are  bound  to  believe  contradictory  propositions.  That 
the  pope  is  above  a  council  is  held  by  some  Roman  catholics, 
and  it  is  held  so  by  all  the  popes,  and  hath  without  scruple 
been  determined  in  the  chair,  and  contended  for  earnestly, 
for  about  two  hundred  years  past;  and  yet  all  the  world 
knows  it  was  not  so  of  old.    For  we  know  when  the  question 

'  Ub,  iii.  De  ctiUii  Sanctorom,  c.  9.  sect.  Pnctere^. 
■  Contre  le  Koi  de  la  Grand  Bretaigne. 

'  Lib.  iv.  De  Pontifice  Uomauo,  c.  *i,  sect.  Secnnda  opinio,  et  sect* 
Ex  his  quatnor. 
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began,  even  in  the  time  of  the  first  council  of  Piaa,  a  litde 
before  the  council  of  Constance ;  and  now,  that  the  pope  is 
above  the  council,  is  '  sententia  fer^  communis ;'  nay,  it  is 
*  fer^  de  fide/  saith  Bellarmine  \    Which  expression  of  his 
shows  plainly,  that  articles  of  faith  grow  in  the  womb  of  the 
Roman  church,  as  an  embryo,  to  be  perfected  when  the  pope 
shall  see  his  time.    Nay,  if  the  pope's  definition  '  in  cathedr&' 
be  infallible,  or  if  it  can  be  known  where  the  pope  does  define 
'  in  cathedr& ;'  this  proposition  that  '  the  pope  is  aboTe  a 
council,'  is  more  than  *  fer^  de  fide ;'  for,  that  *  the  council 
is  superior,'  is  an  heretical  opinion,  and  the  favourers  of  it 
heretics,  Pius  IV.  afiirmed  \  in  his  complaint  against  Lansack, 
the  French  ambassador  in  the  council  of  Trent,  and  he 
threatened  to  persecute  and  chastise  them.    And  the  like  is 
to  be  said  concerning  that  fine  new  article  of  faith  made  by 
pope  Paul  IV.,  of  which  I  have  spoken  in  the  first  section, 
that  a  pope  cannot  be  bound,  much  less  can  he  bind  himself, 
▼is.  by  an  oath ;  for  that  was  the  subject  matter  of  the 
discourse.    The  number  of  the  seven  sacraments  is  now  an 
article  of  the  Roman  faith,  taught  in  their  catechisms,  deter- 
mined in  their  councils,  preached  in  their  pulpits,  disputed 
for  against  their  adversaries ;  and  yet  the  council  of  Florence 
was  the  first  couticil,  and  Peter  Lombard  vras  the  first  man 
we  find  ever  to  have  precisely  fixed  upon  that  number,  as 
Bellarmine  r  and  Valentia*  sufficiently  acknowledge,  even 
when  they  would  fain  deny  it.    Here  I  might  instance  in  the 
seal  of  confession,  which,  as  they  have  at  Rome  passed  it 
under  a  sacramental  lock  and  key,  and  founded  upon  a 
Divine  law  (for  so  they  pretend),  is  one  of  the  new  articles 
of  faith,  which  wholly  depends  upon  the  authority  of  tiie 
church  of  Rome ;  who,  for  the  sake  of  this,  and  many  other 
articles,  is  compelled  to  challenge  a  strange  power  even  of 
making  and  imposing  new  creeds,  or  of  quitting  her  new 
articles.     But  the  whole  order  of  sections  in  this  chapter 
will  be  one  continued  argument  of  this  particular. 

"  De  Concil.  Anctor.  lib.  ii.  c.  14.  sect.  Ultiimi  sententia;  et  c.  17. 
sect.  Tertia  propositio. 

>  A.  D.  156t.        7  De  Effect.  Sacr.  lib.  ii.  c.  f 5.  sect  Secunda  probatio. 
'  In  Thorn,  toin.  it.  disp.  5.  q.  6.  ponct.  S.  sect  Tertid  objicinnt,  &c. 
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SECTION  VI. 

Of  the  Expurgaiory  Indices  in  the  Roman  Church. 

They  use  indirect  and  onworthy  arts,  that  they  may  do  it 
without  reproach  and  discovery ;  and  for  this,  I  instance  in 
the  whole  affitir  and  annexes  of  their  expurgatory  indices ; 
concerning  which^  three  things  are  said  in  the  first  part  of 
this  Dissuasive.  1.  That  the  king  of  Spain  gave  a  com- 
mission to  the  inquisitors  to  purge  aH  catholic  authors,  but 
with  a  clause  of  secrecy.  2.  That  they  purged  the  indices 
of  the  fathers'  works.  3.  That  they  did  also  purge  the  works 
of  the  fathers  themselves.  The  first  and  the  last  are  denied 
by  them  that  wrote  against  the  '  Dissuasive :'  the  second 
they  confess,  and  endeavour  to  justify.  But  how  well,  will 
appear  when  I  have  first  made  good  die  first  and  the  last. 

1.  That  the  king  of  Spain  gave  a  claiicuUr  commission 
to  the  inquisitors,  can  be  denied  by  no  man,  but  bjFhim  that 
bath  ignorance  for  his  excuse ;  and  then  also  the  ignorance 
ought  rather  to  be  modestly  confessed,  than  a  fault  charged 
upon  him,  who,  knowing  it,  did  affirm  it*.  But  the  com* 
mission  is  printed  both  in  Dutch  and  Latin,  together  with 
the  expurgatory  indices  of  Belgium  and  Madrid,  at  Henovia 
or  Renault,  by  Oulielmus  Antonius,  161 1^  in  which  the 
king  affirms,  that  he  caused  the  Belgick  index  to  be  printed 
by  his  own  chief  printer^  at  his  own  charge,  *'  Non  qnideok 
evulgandum,  distrahendumque ;  sed  distribuendum  soUs  cog- 
nitoribus,'^  8cc.  And  a  little  after,  giving  faculty  to  the 
prelates  to  choose  one  or  more  assistants,  he  adds,  '*  lique 
ipsi  privatim,  nullisque  consciis,  apud  se  indicem  expurga* 
torium  habebunt^  quern  eundemneque  aliis^  comrounicabunt^ 
neque  ejus  exemplum  uUi  dabunt,"^  &c.  This  then  is  soon  at 
an  end. 

2<  But  Junius,  that  published  the  indices,  seems  to  say 

•  E.  W.  ftLge  17.  *  He  ii  false  and  faulty  tbrongh  this  whole  section ; 
llivlty,  in  telliag  «■  of  s  clmocnlar  conimiMion  gif  en  by  the  king  of  Spain  to 
the  inqoisitors,  Sec.  withont  directing  us  either  to  book  or  index  where  to 
find  it.' — This  coDimissioD  it  in  JnniNS*s  edition  of  the  Indices  Expurgatorii ; 
and  of  this  bsok  the  anthot  of  a  Letter  to  »  Fricnil  did  make  nse,  aa 
appears  in  bia  sixth  page,  nnder  n.  16. 
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that  they  did  not  purge  the  works  of  the  fathers.    To  this 
the  answer  that  Junius  himself  makes,  is  sufficient;  for  he 
instances  in  their  purgation  of  Bertrami  who  yet  was  eider 
than  Haymo,   Theophylact,  (Ecumenius,   and   almost   two 
hundred  years  before  St.  Bernard ;  and  yet  they  openly  pro- 
fessed to  use  him  as  they  please:  and  when  Bertram  bad 
said  '  visibiliter/  they  commanded  he  should  be  read  *  in- 
visibiliter  ;*  which  is  a  pretty  Utile  change,  and  very  meet  to 
Bertram's  sense  surely.     But  Bellarmine^  is  also,  in  this 
particular,  a  witness  beyond  exception ;  for  when  he  had 
recited  an  objection  out  of  St.  Cbrysostom,  proving  that, 
in  the  times  of  heresy,  there  is  no  way  of  finding  truth  but 
by  the  Scripture;  having  nothing  else  to  answer,  he  says. 
The  book  was  either  written  or  interpolated  by  an  Arian; 
*'  £t  propterea  totus  hie  locus,  tanquam  ab  Arianis  iosertos, 
e  quibusdam  codicibus  nuper  emendatis  sublatus  est."    But 
the  thing  is  plain  also  in  the  '  indices*  themselves ;  for  in  the 
Spanish  index,  by  the  command  of  Caspar  Quiroga,  arch- 
bishop o&  Toledo,  and  in  that  also  of  Sandoval,  the  purge 
hath  passed  upon  the  '  Bibliotheca  sanctorum  Patrum,'  col- 
lected by  Binius ;  where,  not  only  the  gloss  upon  St.  Gre- 
gory of  Neocaesarea,  but   the  works  of  St.  Anthony  the 
abbot,  St.  Melito,  Mark  the  hermit,  Dorotheus,  and  divers 
others,  are  purged ;  and  that  the  reader  may  be  satisfied  in 
the  manner  and  design  of  the  proceeding,  the  doctrines  or 
sayings  to  be  blotted  out  are  these  ^ :  ^'  We  have  learned  to 
worship  and  venerate  that  nature  only,  that  is  uncreated  :** — 
*'  dele  solummodo/'  said  the  good  fathers  of  the  purges  :  — 
*  Prudence,  and  life,  and   piety,  make  the  priest:' — '  A 
wicked  mind  cannot  be  justified:' — '  He  that  keeps  not  the 
commandments,  does  not  believe  rightly  :' — '  Only  the  Holy 
Trinity  is  properly  incorporeal :' — *  A  spiritual  prayer  helps 
not  an  unclean  mind.'    These  are  all  doctrines  very  dangerous 
and  heretical,  and,  therefore,  though  the  fathers  teach  them, 
yet  '  deleantur,'  let  them  pass  through  the  fire,  and  leave 
their  dross  behind  them.    But  I  desire  the  reader  to  observe, 
that  when,  in  the  Sandoval  edition  of  the  index,  an  order  was 
taken   for  the  purging  the  '  Bibliotheca  Patrum,'  in  the 


^  De  Verbo  Dei,  lib.  iv.  c.  li.  sect  Sexto  profert. 
«  Edit  Hanof .  1611.  p.  ^89. 
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edition  of  it  at  Colone,  the  Sftndoval  capon  was  not  observe^.; 
and  the  reason  giyen  for  it  was  this,  \^  Lest  the  heretics  may 
.have  occasion  given  them  to  insult;"  which  they  could  not 
^Oy  unless  they  had  taken  their  adversaries  in  their  tampei;- 
ing.  But  they  are  gone  yet  one  step  further  in  this  par- 
ticular ;  for  in  the  latter  editions  of  the  '  Bibliotheca  V  they 
do  not  add  the  title  of  '  sanctorum'  to  them,  but  '  patrum' 
only,  and  ^  Ecplesiasticorum  Scriptorum ;'  according  to  th^ 
order  of  the  Sandoyal  expurgatory  index^  printed  at  Madrid, 
1612,  and  of  the  Quirogian  index,  printed  there  1583.  So 
that,  as  they  are  forced  secredy  to  imply  that  they  are  not 
.so  right  for  their  catholic  cause^  as  they  would  have  them ; 
so  they  are  resolved,  whatsoever  is  not  so,  shall  not  pass 
with  them  for  holy.  And  in  this  diminution  and  dishonour 
of  the  memory  of  the  ancient  fathers,  St.  Clement  of  Alexr 
andriafs  gpod  name  hath  suffered  shipwreck ;  for  '^  in  Cle^ 
mente  Alexandrine*,  in  duplici  titulo  operis,  dele  iiiulun^ 
Divi;**  for  now  it  happens,  in  some  measure,  to  them  tha( 
have  in  honour  the  memory  of  such  men,  that  seemed  t9 
.speak  aoy  thing  against  the  errors  of  the  Roman  church,-^  ap 
it  did  to  Arulenus  Rusticus  prtusing  of  Peetus  Thrasea,and  tq 
Herennius  Senecio  commending  Prisons  Helvidius, ''  capitale 
fuit/' said  Tacitus  * ;  and  this  is  notorious  in  their  tables,  their 
.new-iashioned  diptychs,  where  men  of  honourable  name  an4 
great  worth  are  called  '^  damnati  auctores,"  and-  their  very 
name  commanded  to  be  put  out,  and  some  periphrasis  set 
down  for  them.  2.  But  that  I  may  give  one  pregnant  in- 
stance of  their  purging  the  fathers ;  I  desire  him  that  ip 
curious  and  would  be  satisfied  in  this  thing,  to  see  the 
edition  of  St.  Austin,  at  Venice ;  and  in  the  inscription  of  hipt 
works,  he  shall  find  this  confession,  '*  In  quo,  prsBtcf 
locorum  multorum  restitutionem  secundum  coUationem  vetc^ 
rum  exemplarium,curavimus  removeri  ilia  omnia,  qua  fideliuqi 
mentes  hsBretica  pravitate  possent  inficere,  aut  b,  catholica 
orthodox^  fide  deviare/'  And  in  the  Quirogian  index,  which 
hath  these  words,  "  Sunt  autem  fer^  omnia,  qu8B  offendunt  in 
prologis  et  marginalibus  annotationibus,"  we  may  easily  see, 
that  not  the  prologues  and  annotations  alone  are  guilty,  but 

'  Edit.  Paris*  1610.  *  Index  Expiirg.  Sandov.  p.  83. 

*  Agric.  Vit.  sect.  ^.  Obcriin. 
VOL.  X.  K  K 
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eren  St.  Austin's  text  But  beyond  boajectnre^  Ah  tlmg  is 
m  itself  evident. '  Bat  the  faliien'  wolds  are  expunged  in 
4Mie  place,  and,  conseqaently,  eondeaaned  in  ereiy  place; 
i^bich  is  that  I  intended  in  the  citation  of  those  words  by 
Jnnins,  and  which  were  also  set  down  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Diseuasire.  Bat  both  in  the  text  and  mdex  of  St.  Cyril'  of 
Alexandria,  these  words  are,  and  yet  ootaamanded  to  be, 
Uotted,  '*  Habitat  Jeans  per  fidem  in  cordibaa  nostris.* 
Which  reiy  words  are  not  in  St.  Cyril  only,  bat  in  St. 
Pauls  too ;  and  by  St.  Cyril  quoted  with  a  *  sicut  acriptoni 
est.' 

And  again,  "  Deletatur  ex  textn  ifla  vertm,  Mei  autem 
^gratiam  cum  his  qui  rM^  inquinati  sunt,  turn  etiaei  panlam 
ttiorbo  affectis,  satis  ad  emendationem  vdhtaram  esse  fidem, 
^Bcens  fides  sola  justificat,''  are  commanded  to  be  blotted  ^ 
and  yet  they  are  both  in  the  index  and  text  of  St.  Jerome. 
So  the  gloss  of  Epipbanius  S  of  *  Cfeatdrara  non  adorare,'  is 
commanded  to  be  blotted  out;  when  the  words -of  Epipha- 
Dius's  text  are, ''  Sancte  Dei  eoolesia  creaturam  non  adevat,** 
tmd  it  is  so  in  other  places,  of  iHiioh  the  indices  tbeinselTes 
lare  the  best  testimony^  And  that  no  mata  may  question 
wlieilier  they  purged  the  fatfaern,  yea  or  no,  Sixtus  Senensis 
said  it  to  Pins  V.,  "  Deinde  expuigari  et  emaculari  cnrasti 
xraaoh  ctttholioorum  Scriptorum,  ac  pmcipu^  vetenoBa  patram 
Mcrrpla:''  "  EspeciaHy  the  writings  of  the  ancient  fhthm* 
were  purged. 

Now  true  it  is,  that  in  the  following  words  he  pretends  a 
teason  why  he  did  so,  and  tells  what  things  were  pniged ; 
'  even  those  things  whidi  were  infected  and  poisoned  by  the 
heretics  of  our  age.'  Tliese  last  words,  and  this  reason,  was 
toot  cited  in  the  first  part,  when  the  former  words  were  made 
vse  of;  and,  therefore,  an  outcry  was  raised  by  them  Umt 
wrote  against  it,  as  if  they  Imd  been  concealed  by  finndnleiit 
^design  \  To  which  I  answer,  that  I  was  not  willing  to  inter- 
tupt  the  order  of  my  disconrae,  with  quoting  words  which 
toe  neither  true  nor  ppertinent.  For  they  have  in  diem  no 
-truth,  itnd  no  good  meaning.  They  are  *  jHrotestatio  contia 
factum ;'  as  being  set  there  to  persuade  the  world,  that  Done 

'  In  Eni.  lib.  I.  e.  61.  ia  fin.        f  Ephci.  iii.  17. 

k  Index  Qnfarog.  p.  74w  *  In  Eput.  mk  Rom.  1. 10.  lantB.  S9. 

*"  E.  W.  p.  is.  and  die  sntlM»r  oft  Letter,  p.  f . 
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6f  the  ftHiert,  or  modem  eaAlolics,  i^'ere  pQif;6tly  tilnieiB  the 
Lnthertos  bad  cornqpted  tkem ;  when  all  the  world  kdKy#ft« 
they  have  purged  the  wntiage  of  ike  ealbolica^  dd  end  new, 
fathers  and  modems,  which  tfaemeelTes  had  printed^  and 
fbrmerlj  aflowed ;  but  now,  being  wiser,  and  finding  them 
to  give  too  mnoh  evidence  against  them,  they  hare  i^red 
thein.  I  eoirid  inslance  in  many;  but  I  ahall  not  need,  mncO 
em>ii^  may  be  seen  in  doctor  James's  table  of  books,  which 
were  first  set  forth  and  approvedy  and  afterwards  'oensured  by 
themselves.  I  shall  trouble  my  reader  but  with  one  instance. 
That  one  is^  the  work  of  Ferns  upon  St.  John's  first  epistle^ 
which  was  printed  at  Antwerp^  1666,  with  Die  privilege  given 
by  king  Philip  to  Martinus  Nuttus,  with  this  elogy :  ^'  Nam 
SQ80  majestali  patuit  hbnan  essis  omnino  utilem,  et  nihil  con^ 
tinere  quod  pias  aures  merits  oflS»dere  possit."  The  same 
book  was  printed  at  Paris,  1666,  by  De  Mamet,  and  1666^ 
by  Audoen  Petit,  or  Parrms ;  at  Lyons,  1669,  by  Jacobus  de 
Mellis ;  and  the  same  year  at  Lonvain,  by  Servathis  Seseenus, 
and  at  Ments,  where  he  was  pftedber,  by  Francis  Behem  \ 
and  after  all  thiSy  it  was  printed  at  Paris,  1663,  by  Gabriel 
Bnon ;  and  at  Antwerp,  1666,  by  the  heirs  of  NMias.  No^ 
tdl  th^se  editions  were  made  by  the  fMtpists,  and  allowed  of) 
and  no  Iprotesfca&t,  '  no  heretic  of  that  age/  that  I  may  ust 
the  words  of  Senensis,. '  had  corrupted  them ;'  nether  is  it 
pretended  that  diey  did :  ^nd  yet  this  book  iims  purged  4l 
Romfe,  1677,  amd  altered,  added,  and  detrttfctipd,  in  one 
huBdred  and  ninety-foar  j>laees ;  of  Vke  nature  and  con^ 
sequetioe  of  which  akeindons,  I  givie  this  One  instance':  iA 
the  seoMd  chapter,  where  Fbrus^in  the  ohl  edition  of  MentB, 
Louvsin,  AMwerp^  &c.  had  these  words,  '.*  Scriptara  stafii 
data  eat  nobis  oeu  eerta  qusedam  regula  Christians  dobtrinm^' 
but  in  the  Roman  edition,  1677>  the  words  istee  changed  Uras*: 
''  Sa^n  Scri|ptum  et  Mditio  nobis  data  sunt  tceu'  oerth 
q^fedam  regula  ChristiaBiaB  doctiiiMB/'  By  which  ilSsliaiiae  It 
jilainly  appews,  that  thi6  inqnisStorii  genmd  4oid  the  pope 
purge  othon  than  what  the  Iherefibl  have  comfMed^  ttwi  AnI 
theae  words  of  JBaxtus  Senenskaffe  bht  a  fiilscooverte  «ioRd 
diabf  when  ihey  oeuld  no  longer  hide  iU  Nay,  even  tie 
rules  given  by  the  pope  himself,  Clement  VIII.,  give  order 
for  prohibiting  the  books  of  the  catholics,  before  they  be 
purged.     '*  Si  nonnuUa  contineant  qun  sin^  defeotu  ab 
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omnibus  leg!  non  expedit :"  and  in  the  prefiu^e  to  the  Sandoval 
index  *,  it  is  said :  '*  Obiter  antem,  in  qnorundam  ordiodox- 
oram  libris,  nonnolli  lapsus  aut  qusBdam  obscurius  dicta  depre- 
hensa,  quibus  expurgatio,  explicatio,  ant  caulio  prudenter 
adhibita*  ne  minus  cautos   lectores  contingat  impingere." 
Which  is  a  plain  indication^  that  the  church  of  Rome  pro- 
ceeds in  her  purging  of  books  upon  other  accounts  than 
removing  the  corruptions  lately  introduced  by  the  Lutherans 
or  Calvinists.    And  all  this,  and  much  more,  being  evident 
and  notorious,  there  was  reason  then  to  think,  as  I  do  still, 
that  those  words  were  of  no  use  to  be  added,  uidess  to  give 
occasion  of  impertinent  wrangling ;  but  that  there  could  be 
no  other  design  in  it,  is  manifest  by  what  I  have  now  said. 
3.  But  that  the  expurgatory  *  Indices'  had  the  less  need  to 
do  much  of  this,  since  their  work  was  done  to  their  bands". 
For  the  fathers'  works  had  passed  through  fire  ordeal  many 
times  before.     I  instanced  in  the  edition  of  St.  Ambrose,  by 
Ludovicus  Saurius,  wherein  many  lines  were  cancellated,  and 
the  edition  spoiled ;  and  this  was  done  by  the  authority  of 
two  Franciscans  " ;  "  Qui  pro  autoritate  has  omnes  paginas 
dispunxerunt  ut  vides,  et  illas  substitui  in  locum  prior^m 
curaverunt,  pneter  omnem  librorum  nostrorum  fidem/'  said 
Saurius*    Against  this,  it  is  said,  that  it  is  a  slander,  because 
the  '  Index  Expurgatorius'  vras  not  appointed  till  the  end  of 
the  council  of  Trent,  which  was  A.  D.  1563,  and,  therefore, 
could  not  put  a  force  upon  Sauriiis,  who  corrected  this  book, 
and  assisted  at  the  edition  of  it,  1569.    To  which  I  answer, 
that  it  was  not  said,  that  the  *  Index  Expurgatorius'  put  a 
force  upon  Saurius ;  but  only  a  force  was  put  upon  him :  and 
that  it  was  so  by  two  Franciscans,  Junius,  who  telk  the 
story,  does  affirm.    2.  For  aught  appears  to  the  contrary; 
nay,  most  probable  it  was  so,  that  this  force  was  put  upon 
him >  by  the  authority  of  the  '  Expurgatorius  Index;'  for 
though  the  council  of  Trent  appointed  x>ne,  a  little  before  its 
ending,  which  vras  in  1563,  yet  there  was  an  index  made 
before  that,  by  pope  Paul  IV.,  who  died  four  years  before  the 
end  of  the  council;  and  this  he  **  made  by  the  council  of  all 
the  inquisitors,  and  of  many  famous  men,  who  sent  him 


>   Reg.  5.  ■  By  the  aathor  of  the  Letter,  and  E.  W. 

*  Jvatw  in  Pnefiit*  ad  Ind.  Expnif .  Belgte. 
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adyice  from  all  parts^  and  he  made  a  most  complete  cata* 
logue,  to  which  nothing  can  be  added,  except  some  book 
come  fbrth  within  two  years,"  said  friar  Augustin  Selvago  % 
archbishop  of  Genoa.  So  that  here  was  authority  enough, 
and  there  wanted  no  zeal,  and  here  is  matter  of  fact  com-* 
plained  of,  by  the  parties  suffering.  4.  It  would,  indeed, 
have  been  matter  of  great  scandal  and  reproach,  to  have 
openly  handled  all  the  fietthers  indifferently,  as  they  used  the 
moderns ;  and  though,  as  I  have  proved,  tixis  did  not  wholly 
restrain  them,  yet  it  abated  much  of  their  willingness ;  but 
there  was  less  need  of  it,  because  they  had  very  well  purged 
them  before,  by  cancellating  the  lines,  by  parting  the  pages, 
by  cdrrupting  their  writings,  by  putting  glosses  in  the 
margent,  and  afterwards  putting  these  glosses  into  the  text. 
"  Quod  lector  ineptiens  annotllrat  in  margine  sui  codicis,' 
scribce  retulerunt  in  contextum,"  said  Erasmus^  in  his  preface 
to  the  works  of  St.  Austin,  to  the  archbishop  of  Toledo ;  and 
the  same  also  is  observed  by  the  Paris  overseers  of  the  press, 
in  their  preface  to  their  edition  of  St.  Austin's  works,  at 
Paris,  1671,  by  Martin  and  Nivellius.  And  this  thing  was 
notorious  in  a  considerable  instance,  in  St.  Cyprian,  *  de 
Unitate  EoclesiaeP;'  where,  after  the  words  of  Christ  spoken 
to  St.  Peter,  and  recorded  by  St.  Matthew,  there  had  been  a 
marginal  note,  '  flic  Petro  primatus  datnr ;'  which  words 
they  have  brought  into  the  Roman  and  Antwerp  editions ; 
but  they  have  both  left  out  *  Hie,'  and  the  Roman,  instead  of 
it,  hath  put  '  Et.'  And  whereas,  in  the  old  editions  of 
Cyprian,  even  the  Roman  itself,  these  words  were,  /'  He 
who  withstandeth  and  resisteth  the  church,  doth  he  trust 
himself  io  be  in  the  church?''  some  body  hath  made  bold 
to  put  the  \^ords  thus,  in  the  text  of  the  edition  of  Antwerp ; 
*^  He  who  forsaketh  Peter's  chair,  on  which  the  chnrch  is 
founded,  doth  he  trust  himself  to  be  in  the  church  7" —  But 
in  how  many  placies  that  excellent  book  of  St  Cyprian's  is 
interlined,  and  spoiled  by  the  new  correctors,  is  evident  to 
bim  that  shall  compare  the  Roman  edition  with  the  elder 
copies,  and  them  with  the  later  edition  of  Antwerp ;  and 
Pamelius  himself  "i,  concerning  some  words,  saith,  '^  Atque 


«  CoDcil.  Trident,  id  primly  acsiiont  tab  Pio  qoarto. 
r  Vide  Pamelii  aoDot.  in  libram.  «  Ibid. 
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ade6  noB  sttaus  Teriti  in  ieztum  inanere."  Icould  hnog  m 
many  considerable  instances,  though  it  bt  mora  than  pro* 
bable,  that  of  forty  fal^ties  in  the  abasing  the  fatiMfs' 
writings  by  Roman  hands,  there  was  not  peih^pa  abov« 
one  or  two  diBCov.eries ;  yet  this»  and  many  other  oonciir- 
rencte,  ihight  make  it  less  needful  to  pass  th^  sponges 
upon  the  fatbers.  But  when  the  whole  charge  of  print- 
ing of  books  at  Rome  lies  on  the  apostolical  see,  as  MfH 
nntiua'  tells  us ;  it  13  likely  enough,  that  all  shall  be  taken 
care  of,  so  as  shaU  serve  their  purposes.  And. so  thepdntet 
tells*  us,  viz.  **  That  such  care  was  taken  to  have'  them  so 
corrected,  that  there  should  be  no  spot  which  might  infect 
the  minds  of  the  simple,  with,  the  show  or  likeness  of  &he 
doctrine/'  And  now  by  this,  we  may  ¥ery  wdl  pcrceiTey 
Imw  the  force  was  p«l  upon  Saurins,  in  the  purging  SL 
Ambrose,  even  by  the  inquisitors;  and  that  by  the  anthority 
^nd  care  of  the  pc^e :  and,  thesefore,  fliongh  the  wodcs  of 
piost  of  the  greater  fitthers  were  not  put  info  the  ekpwgatory 
indioes,  yet  they  were  otherwise  purged,  that  is»  most  shame* 
folly  corrupted,  torn  and  maimed,  and  the  lesser  fathers 
passed  under  the  file  in  the  expurgatory  indices  themsel^pes. 
3.  But  then,  that  they  purged  the  indices  of  the  fodiers' 
woiks,  is  so  notorious,  that  it  is  confessed,  and  endeavoured 
to  be  justified^  But  when  we  come  to  coAsider,  that  many 
times  the  very  words  of  the  fathers  which  are  put  into  the 
indez,  are  commanded  to  be  expunged,  it  at  once  shows, 
that  fidn  they  would,  and  yet  durst  not  expunge  the  words 
out  of  .the  books,  since  tHey  would  be  discoveied  by  dieir 
adversaries,  and  they  would  suftr  reproach  without  doing 
^uiy  good  to  themsdves.  Now  whereas  it  is  said',  tha^ 
f  therefore,  the  words  of  the  fathem  are  blotted  out  of  the 
indices,  because  diey  are  set  down  without  antecedent^  and 
consequents;  and  prepare  the  reader  to  an  ill  sense :^  tUs 
might  be  possible,  hot  we  see  it  otherwise  i|i  the  instances 
themselves,  which  oftentimes  are  so  plain,  that  no  eontezti 
no  circumstances,  can  alter  the  proposition:  which  is  most 
^f  alljiptorious  in  the  '  deleatdrs'  of  the  indices  of  the  Bibl^ 

'  Epiat.  lib.  is.  «d  Jacobmn  OorMinm. 

*  lo  praef.  ad  Piom  Qaartam  in  libran  Csrdtnslia  Poll  de 
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fttt  forth  by  Robett  Stephens.  ''  CredeDs  Chrieto  jDon  mo- 
rietur  ia  .9temiiaiy"-^ihi8  is  to  be  .blotted  (mt;  and  yet 
Chnst  himself  said*  jt^  ''  Every  one  that  Uvea,  and  believes 
in  me,  shall  never  die." — '*  Justus  coram  Deo-  «amo/'.  is  to 
be  Uotted  ooi  of  Robert  Stephens^s  index ;  ajid  yet  Savadi^ 
prayed, ''  Enter  not  into  judgment  with  thy  asffvant,  O  Lord ; 
for  ia  thy  sight  shall  no  muk  living  be  justified/''— -Nov 
what  antecedent,  or  what  context^  or  what  ctrcumstaacei^ 
can  alter  the  sense  of  these  phioes;  which  being  the  same 
in  the  text  and  the  index,  shows  the  goodwill  of  the  inr 
^piisitors ;  and  that  like  king  Edward  VI.'s  tutor,  they  ooi* 
lected  die  prince  vpon  his  page's  back  ;  and  they  have  given 
suffident  warning  of  the  danger  of  thoae  words,  wberevei 
they  find  them  in  the  fethers,  sinee  they  have  so  openly 
rebuked  them  in  the  indices.  And,  theceforc^  I  oMdei  no 
distinction  of  places;  but  reckoned  those  wocd»  censured  in 
the  ea:puigatoEy  tables  as  the  fathers'  words  eenaured  oc  ex^ 
punged ;  and  in  this  I  followed  the  style  of  their  own  booka^ 
for  in  the  Belgic  index ',  the  style  is  thus ;  '^  In  Hierooymi 
Operibus  expungeada,  qaea  sequuntur/'  and  yet  they  are  the 
acholia,  indices,  and  sense  of  tJbe  fathers  set  down,  and 
printed  in  the  same  voli^me  altogedier ;  aad^  having  the 
same  &te,  and  all  upon  the  same  account,  I  had  reason 
to  charge  it  md  did. 

And  how  fiur  the  evil  of  this  did  proeeed*  may  eaaily 
be  ooi^ectured  by  wha^  waa  done  by  the  inquiaitiop .  in  the 
year  1669,  in  which  there  was  a  calafegue  of  sixty^tno 
prtntem.;  and  all  tke  books  which  any  ef  them  printed,  of 
what  author,  or  what  language  aoever,  prohibUsd ;  and  ^1 
books  which  wei«  printed  by  printers^  thai  had  printed  anyr 
books  of  hereti^az'  insomiicl^  timt  jaot.only  books  of  a  hun-^ 
deed,  two  hundred,  three  hundred  years  ago,  and  appio- 
bation^  were  prohibited,  bat  there  seance  Bemained  a  book: 
to  be  read« 

But  by  this  means  they  impose  upon  men's  fiuth.and 
cxmscienoes;  suffering  them  to  aUow^xOf  nothing  in  any  maa^ 
no  not  in  the  fathers,  but  what  themselves  mark  out  for 
them ;  not  measimng  tlieir  own  doetrinea  by  the  ancients. 


*  JobD,  xi.  f 6.     '  PmI.  cxiii.  ▼.  1.  alias  czliti.      >  Pag.  70.  edit  1611. 


504  OF  THE  EXPURGATORT  IKDICES 

but  reckoning  their  sayings  (o  be,  or  not  to  be  catbolicy 
according  as  they  agree  to  their  present  opintoiiB:  which  is 
infinitely  against  the  candour,  ingenuity,  and  confidettcie  of 
tmth,  which  needs  none  of  these  arts.  And  besides  all  this, 
how  shall  it  be  possible  to  find  out  tradition  by  sooeesaion, 
when  they  so  intermpt  and  break  the  intermedial  lines?  And 
this  is  beyond  all  the  foregoing  instances  very  remarkable  in 
their  purging  of  histories.  In  Munster's  Cosmography,  there 
was  a  long  story  of  Ludo^icus,  the  emperor  of  the  house  of 
Bavaria,  that  made  very  much  against  the  see  of  Rome.  It 
is  commanded  to  be  left  out;  and  ^*  in  illius  loco  inseiatur, 
si  placet,  sequens  historia*:"  and  then  there  is  made  a  formal 
siory  not  consonant  to  the  mind  of  the  historian.  And  the 
same  Lewis  of  Bavaria  published  a  smart  answer  to  the  bull 
of  pope  John  XXII.,  an  information  of  the  nullity  of  the 
pope's  proceedings  against  him :  but  the  records  and  monu- 
ments of  these  things  they  tear  out  by  their  expurgatorj 
tables ;  lest  we  of  latter  ages  should  understand  how  the 
popes  of  Rome  invaded  the  rights  of  princes,  and  by  new 
doctrines  and  occasions  changed  the  lace,  the  body,  the 
innocence,  and  the  soul  of  Christian  religion.  The  whole 
apology  of  the  emperor  Henry  IV.,  and  the  epistles  of  prittce 
Frederic  11.  ^,  they  pull  out  of  the  fifth  tome  of  the  writers  of 
the  German  afiairs,  **  Neque  in  ipsos  mod6  auctores.  sed  in 
hbros  qooque  eomm  seevitum"  (that  I  may  use  the  words  of 
Tacitus  %  complaining),  "  delegate  Triumvkis  ministeii«>»  ut 
monumenta  clarissimorum  ingeniorum  in  comitio  ac  fero 
urerentur.  Scilicet,  illo  igne  vocem  populi  Romani  et  Uber» 
tatem  senatus  et  conscientiam  generis  humani  aboleri  arbi- 
trabantur,  ezpulsis  insuper  sapientis  professoribns,  atque 
omni  boni  arte  in  exsilium  acta,  ne  quid  usquam  honestum 
oce«irreret."-^For  thus  they  not  only  destroy  the  liberty  of 
the  church,  and  the  names  of  the  honourable,  and  the  sen- 
tences of  the  wise ;  but  even  hope  to  prevail  upon  the  con* 
sciences  of  all  mankind,  and  the  history  of  the  worid,  that 
nothing  may  be  remembered  by  which  themselves  may  be 

*  Index  Bclgi  p.  -161.  Impics.  A*  D.  i6%U  HanoTm. 

^  CtDcellariiu  BavmriB  egregie  viodicavit  principis  wi  memorian  d 
BcoWanis  impottnrit. 
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re|[>roTed.  But  this  is  not  agreeable  to'  tibe  simplidty  and 
ingenuity  of  the  Christian  religion. 

Non  tali  aiixilio,  ucc  defeuaoribiis  istia 
.     .  Christ  lis  egrt. 

But  what  Amobius'  said  to  the  heathen,  in  their  violent  and 
crafty  arts  to  suppress  the  growth  of  Christianity^  may  be 
a  good  admonition  to  these  artists  of  the  inquisition;  >'  Inter- 
cipere  scripta,  et  publicatam  velle  submergere  lectionem,  non 
est  Deum  defendere,  sed  yeritatis  testificationem  timere." 

One  thing  more  I  am  to  add  here,  that  they  are  so  infi« 
nitely  insecure  in  their  errors,  and  so  unsatisfied  with  the 
learning  of  the  world,  and  they  find  it  so  impossible  to  resist 
tlie  frequent  and  public  testimonies  of  truth;  or  indeed  rather 
they  so  grow  in  error,  and  so  often  change  their  propositions; 
that  they  neither  agree  at  one  time,  nor  does  one  time 
agree  with  another,  in  their  purgations ;  that  a  saint  to-day 
may  be  a  common  person  to-morrow ;  and  that  which  is  an 
allowed  doctrine  now,  next  year  may  be  heretical,  or  teme* 
rations,  or  dangerous.  The  '  Speculum  Oculare'  of  Johannes 
Capnio,  was  approved  by  pope  Leo  X.  It  was  afterwards 
rejected  by  pope  Paul  IV.;  and  him  ihe  council  of  Trest 
foBowing,  and  rejecting  the  sentence. of  pope  Leo,  did  also 
condemn  it ;  and  the  inquisitors,  to  whom  the  making  of  the. 
index  was  committed  by  Paul  IV.,  caused  it.to  be  burnt:  but 
afterwards  the  censors  of  Douay  permit  the  book,  and  so 
it  is  good  again.  What  uncertainty  can  be  greater  to  con- 
sciences, than  what  the  ignorance  or  faction  of  these  men 
cause?  Here  is  pope  against  pope,  a  council  against  the 
pope;  and  the  monks  inquisitors  of  Douay,  against  both 
pope  and  council ;  and  what  can  be  the  end  of  these  things  ? 
When  the  Quirogian  Index  came  forth,  a  man  would  think, 
Uiere  had  been  an  end  of  so  much  a(&  was  there  purged :  and 
certain  it  is,  they  were  cautious  enough,  and  they  purged  all 
they  thought  deserved  it :  but  yet  when  they  of  Salamanca 
publi^ed  the  Bible  of  Robert  Stephens,  and  strictly  had 
observed' the  rules  of  cardinal  Quiroga,  ''  Ita  ut  in  contexts: 
(Hiuca,  in  annotationibus  pliirima  omiserint*;  yet  other  inqui- 


*  Lib.  Hi.  adv.  geiites. 

*  Vide  PnefstioBem  ad  Lcctorcm  in  Isd.  Satfdov. 
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sHors,  being  wiser  Irf  a  new  ligh^  did  so  blot  end  rexe,  end 
■cratch  out  many  things  more,  that  the  Bible*  which  was  a 
Tery  fair  one  in  A.  D.  1584,  came  forth  exceedingly  defaced 
and  spoiled  in  the  year  1586. 

J  need  not  obserre^  that  in  all  the  expnrgatory  indices 
fou  shall  not  find  Gasper  Schioppius»  or  the  Jesoits  cenr 
sored-;  nor  Baronins,  akhongh  he  declared  the  kingdom  ^ 
Sicily  to  belong  to  the  pope,  and  not  to  the  king  of  Spaing 
b«t  if  any  thing  escape  which  lessens  the  pope's  omnipotence 
(it  is  their  own  word),  then  it  is  sore  to  fall  under  the  sponges 
and  the  raxor :  so  that  this  mystery  of  iniquity  is  too  evident 
to  be  covered  by  the  most  {dansable  pretences  of  any  inte* 
vested  advocate.  But  if  this  be  the  way,  to  stop  all  mouths, 
bat  those  tha^peak  the  same  thing,  it  is  no  wonder  if  they 
boast  of  unity:  they  might  very  well  <lo  so;  but  that  the 
providence  of  God,  which  overrales  aU  events,  hath  by  his 
almighty  povrer  divided  them,  in  despite  of  all  their  cunning 
aits  to  seem  to  be  sons  of  one  mother :  only  it  wiU  be  now  a 
much  more  hard  province,  to  tell  when  their  errors  fiist 
began,  since  tbey  have  tsken  order  to  cut  out  the  tongues  of 
them  that  tell  us.  And  this  they  have  done  U>  their  own 
esnon  law  itself,  and  to  the  old  j;k>sses,  in  which  there  were 
vemaining  some  footsteps  of  the  ancient  and  apostolical  doc- 
trine ;  upon  which  the  craft  of  the  enemy  of  mankind,  and 
the  arts  of  interested  per&<ms,  had  not  <|uite  prevailed ;  a^ 
is  largely  to  be  seen  in  the  very  censures  themselves  upon 
the  glosses,  published  by  the  command  of  pppe  Pins  Vii, 
1680  ^ 


SECTION  VII. 

The  VneharUabkniu  of  the  Ckurch  of  Rome  in  b€tjudgmg  of 

othen, 

4.  The  next  thing  I  charge  upon  them,  is,  that  having  done 
these  things  to  propagate  their  new  doctrines,  and  to  sup- 
press those  whiiji  are  more  ancient  and  catholic ;  they  are  so 
implacably  angry  at  all  that  dissent  from  them,  that  Uiey  not 

'  laprimdMUikiir  etiam  HaMvitt,  procmwiylibst  Jii«mi  ct  F^>po.  1611. 


IN  HEB  JUDGING  Or  OTHEIS;  fi07 

only  kiB  them  (where  tbey  have  power),  baidaiMi  thstt  aU, 
l»  imv  as  their  aeiitemcc  can  prendL  If  yos  be  a  Bomaoi 
cat^lic,  let  your  life,  be  what  it  will ;  t|ieir  sacimnent  of 
peaance  ia  %an^  apLoftaibg  aomfrrmiv,  *  it  takes  away  all  their 
•ins*  in  a  quarter  of  an  hour:  but  if  you  differ  from  Aein> 
even  in  the  least  point  tiiey  have  decW^ed,  you  are  boI  to 
be  endured  in  thia  world,  nor  in  the  world  to  come;  in* 
deed  tb»  is  one  of  the  iDseparable  oharactera  of  an  herei- 
tic;  he  sets  hie  whole  comuiunion  and  all  his  diarity  upon 
his  article ;  for  to  be  xealous  in  the  schism,  that  is  the  cha* 
racteristie  of  a  good  man,  that  is  his  note  of  Christianity:  in 
iU  the  rest  he  excuses  you  or  t<derstes  you,  providod  you  be 
a  t^e  believer ;  then  you  are  one  of  the  fiiithful^  a  good  man 
and  a  preciou%  you  are  of  the  congregation -Of  the  saints^ 
and  one  of  the  godly.  All  solifidiaas  do  thus;  and  all  that 
do  thus  ace  solifidians^  the  church  of  Rome  hersdf  not  ex^ 
cepted;  for  though  in  words  she  proclaims  the  possibility  of 
keeping  all  the  commandments;  yet  she  dispenses  easier*  with 
him  that  breaks  them  all,  than  wi&  him  that  speaks  one 
word  against  any  of  her  artides^  thoo^  but  the  least;  even 
the  eating  of  fish,  and  forbidding  flesh  in  Lent.  So  that  it  ia 
fitith  they  regard  more  than  charity,  a  right  bdief  more  than 
^L  holy  Ufe ;  and  for  this  you  shall  be  with  tiiem  upon  tcnpa 
easy  enough,  provided  you  go  not  a  hair's  bseEukh  from  any 
thing  of  her  belief.  For  if  you  do,  they  have  provided  ficNr 
you  two  deaths  and  two  fires,  both  inevitable  and  one  ^temaL 
And  this  certaiply  is  one  of  the  greatest  evils,  of  whidi  th^ 
dwMrdi  of  Rome  is  guilty :  for  this  in  itsdf  is  the  greatest 
end  unworthiest  uncharitableness.  But  the  procedure  is  of 
great  use  to  their  ends.  For  the  greatest  part  of  Christians 
are  those  that  cannot  consider  things  leisurely  and  wisdy^ 
searching  their  bottoms,  and  discovering  the  causes,  or  fore- 
seeing events,  which  are  to  come  after ;  but  are  carrj^d  away 
by  fear  and  hope,  by  affection  and  prepossession :  and,  there- 
fore, the  Roman  doctors  are  careful  to  govern  them  as  they 
will  be  governed ;  if  you  dispute,  you  gain,  it  may  be,  one, 
and  lose  five ;  but  if  you  threaten  them  with  damnation,  you 
keep  them  in  fetters ;  for  they  that  are  '^  in  fear  of  death, 
are  all  their  lifetime  in  bondage,"  saith  the  apostle  * :  and 
there  is  in  the  world  nothing  so  potent  as  fear  of  the  two 

•  Heb.  ti.  15' 
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deaths,  which  are  the  two  ams  and  grapples  of  inm  fay 
which  the  church  of  Rome  takes  and  keeps  her  timorottBt; 
or  conscientious  proselytes.  The  easy  protestant  caUs  upon 
you  from  Scriptare^  to  do  your  duty,  to  build  a  holy  life 
upoD  a  holy  faith,  the  faith  of  the  apostles,  and  first  disciples 
of  our  Lord;  he  tells  you,  if  you  err;  and  teaches  you  the 
truth ;  and  if  ye  will  obey,  it  is  well ;  if  not,  he  teUs  you  of 
your  sin,  and  that  all  sin  deserves  the  wrath  of  (jod ;  but 
judges  no  man's  person,  much  less  any  states  of  men.  He 
knows  that  Ood*s  judgmeats  are  righteous  and  true;  but  he 
knows  also,  that  his  mercy  absolves  many  persons,  who  in 
his  just  judgment  were  condemned :  and  if  he  had  a  warrant 
from  God  to  say,  that  he  should  destroy  all  the  papists,  as 
Jonas  had,  concerning  the  Ninevites ;  yet  he  remembers  that 
every  repentance,  if  it  be  sincere,  will  do  more,  and  prevaO 
greater,  and  last  longer  than  God's  anger  wilL  Besides 
these  things,  there  is  a  strange  spring,  and  secret  principle 
in  every  man's  understanding,  that  it  is  oftentimes  turned 
about  by  such  impulses,  of  which  no  man  can  give  an 
account.  But  we  all  remember  a  most  wonderful  instance 
of  it,  in  the  disputation  between  the  two  Reynolds's,  John 
and  William ;  the  former  of  which  b^g  a  papist,  and  the  latter 
a  protestant,  met,  and  disputed,  with  a  purpose  to  confute, 
and  to  convert  each  other,  and  so  they  <Ud :  for  those  aigu« 
ments  which  were  used,  prevailed  fully  against  their  adversary, 
and  yet  did  not  prevail  with  themselves.  The  papist  turned 
protestant,  and  the  protestant  became  a  papist,  and  so  re- 
mained to  their  dying  day.  Of  which  some  ingenious  per> 
son  gave  a  most  handsome,  account,  in  an  excellent  epigram, 
which  for  the  verification  of  the  story,  I  have  set  down  in 
the  margent  ^    But  further  yet,  he  considers  the  natural  and 


*  Bella,  inter  geminos,  pinsqnsro  civilia,  fratres 

Tnxerat  ambigiiiis  rdigionis  apex. 
Illc  rdbmmts  Sdei  pro  partU>ot  inatat: 

late  refprmandam  denegat  caae  fidem* 
Propoiiitis  cansae  ratiooibo«;  alter  utriiu|ne 

Concurr^re  pares,  et  cecidSre  parea. 
Quod  filit  in  votia,  fratrem  capit  alter  atcTqoc ; 

Qttod  fait  in  iaCit,  perdit  atcrqn^  6deiB. 
Captivi  geniini  Mtie  captivante  fuernnt, 

Kt  victor  victi  tran»fuga  caj»tra  petit. 
Quod  genits  hoc  pngns  e»t,  ubi  victiisi  gaudct  nterqne; 

Et  tamcD  alterutcr  le  aupeclssc  dolet  ? 
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regular  infirmities  of  maakind ;  and  God  comiders  them  maok 
more ;  he  knows  that  in  man  there  is  nothing  admirable  but 
hts  ignorance,  and  weakness;  his  prejudice,  and  the  infat- 
lible  certainty  of  being  deceived  in  many  things:  he  sees, 
that  wicked  men  oftentimes  know  much  more  tbain  many 
Tery  good  men;  and  that  the  understanding  is  not  of  itself 
considerable  in  morality,  and  effects  nothing  in  rewards  and 
punishments :  it  is  the  will  only  that  rules  man,  and  can 
obey  God.  He  sees,  and  deplores  it,  that  many  men  study 
hard,  and  understand  little ;  that  they  dispute  earnestly,  and 
understand  not  one  another  at  all ;  that  affections  tsreep  so 
certainly,  and  mingle  with  their  arguing,  .that  the  aigument 
is  lost,  and  nothing  remains  but  the  conflict  of  two  adver^ 
saries'  affections ;  that  a  man  is  so  willing,  so  easy,  so  ready 
to  believe  what  makes  for  his  opinion,  so  hard  to  nndeiw 
stand  an  argument  against  himself,  that  it  is  plain,  it  is 
the  principle  within,  not  the  argument  without,  that  deter<^ 
mines  him :  he  observes  also  that  all  the  world  (a  few  in- 
dividuals excepted)  are  unalterably  determined  to  the  re- 
ligion of  their  country,  of  their  fiimily,  of  their  society; 
that  there  is  never  any  considerable  change  made,  but  what 
is  made  by  war  and  empire,  by  fear  and  hope :  he  remem<» 
here  that  it  is  a  rare  thing  to  see  a  Jesuit  of  the  domi* 
nican  opinion ;  or  a  dominican  (until  of  late)  of  the  Jesuit ; 
but  every  order  gives  laws  to  the  understanding  of  their 
novices,  and  they  never  change :  he  considers  there  is  such 
ambiguity  in  words,  by  whidi  all  lawgivera  express  their 
meaning;  that  there  is  such  abstruseness  in  mysteries  of 
religion,  that  some  things  are  so  much  too  high  for  us^ 
that  we  cannot  understand  them  rightly ;  and  yet  they  are 
so  sacred,  and  concerning,  that  men  will  think. they  are 
bound  to  look  into  them,  as  far  as  they  can ;  that  it  is  no 
wonder  if  they  quickly  go  too  far,  where  no  understandings 
if  it  were  fitted  for  it,  could  go  far  enough :  but  in  these 
things  it  will  be  hard  not  to  be  deceived ;  since  our  words 
cannot  rightly  express  those  things ;  that  there  is  such 
irariety  of  human  understandings,  that  men's  faces  differ 
not  «o  much  as  their  souls;  and  that  if  there  were  not  so 
much  difficulty  in  things,  yet  they  could  not  bat  be  varir 
ously  apprehended  by  several  men ;  and  then  confeidering 
that  in.  twenty  opinions,  it  may  be,  not  one  of  them  is 
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troe;  HBy,  whereM  Tano  rsdloncfd^  tbat  aoioiig  Ihe  «ld 
philowjplieny  there  were  eigfal  hundrod  opinkma  tom^ruDg 
the  '  auinniam  boniiin/  and  yet  not  one  of  then  hit  tise 
ngbt:  they  see  mleo  that  in  all  reUgiou,  la  all  ateieties,  in 
all  fannliea,  and  in  aH  thinga,  opiniona  difiSer;  alid  sioGe 
opiniona  are  too  often  begot  fay  passion,  by  pasiiona  and 
▼iolencea  they  are  kept^  and  erery  man  ia  loo  apt  to  over* 
Yalne  hia  own  opinion ;  and  oat  of  a  desire  that  every  tmut 
ahonld  oonibnn  his  judgment  to  his  that  teaches,  men  aie 
apt  to  be  earnest  in  their  persuasion,  and  oven4M:t  the  pro* 
position ;  and  from  being  tme,  aa  he  aapposes;,  he  wiH  think 
it  profitable ;  and  if  yon  warm  hhn  either  with  eonftdteoe, 
or  opposition,  he  qanekly  tells  yon,  it  is  necessaiy ;  and  aa 
he  iovea  (hose  that  think  as  he  does,  $o  be  is  ready  to 
hate  them  that  do  not;  and  then  aeoretly  from  wiahing 
evil  to  him,  he  is  apt  to  beKeve  evil  will  come  to  him; 
and  that  it  is  jnst  it  should :  and  by  this  time>  the  opinion 
is  tronblesome,  and  pota  other  men  upon  their  guard  against 
it;  and  then  while  passion  reigns,  and  reason  is  modest  and 
patient,  and  talks  not  loud  like  a  storm,  victory  is  more 
regarded  than  truth,  and  men  call  God  into  thei  party,  and 
his  judgments  are  used  for  arguments,  and  the  threatenings 
of  ^e  Scripture  are  snatched  up  in  haste,  and  men  thioW 
f  arrows,  firebrands,  and  death,'  and  by  thia  time  aU  the 
woiU  ia  in  an  uproar.  All  this,  and  a  thousand  thiaga  morcv 
the  English  protestants  oonsMering,  deny  not  their  com* 
munlion  to  any  Christian  who  desires  it,  and  beUevea  the 
apostles'  creed,  and  is  of  the  religion  of  the  four  first  geneml 
conncfls;  they  hope  well  of  sH  that  live  well;  they  receive 
inio  their  bosom  all  true  believers  of  what  church  soever; 
and  for  them  that  err,  they  instruct  them,  and  then  leave 
them  to  their  liberty,  to  stand  or  ftll  before  their  owli 
master. 

It  was  a  famous  saying  of  Stq)Iien,  tfape  great  king  rf 
Poland ;  that  God  had  reaerved  to  himself  three  thinglk 
1.  To  make  something  out  of  nothing.  2.  To  knew  future 
things,  and  all  that  shall  be  hereafter.  3.  To  have  the 
rule  over  consciences.  It  is  this  last,  we  aay,  the  chmoh 
of  Rome  does  arrogate  and  invade. 

1.  By  imposing  articles,  as  necessai^  to  aahattoo,  whioh 
God  never  made  so.    Where  hath  God  aaid,  that  it  is  neoea- 
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tery  to  salvatioDy  that  every  haman  creature  dhouUI  be  wb» 
ject  to  tbe  Romaa  bishop  ?   But  the  eharoh  of  Rone  layli 
it^;  and  by  that,  at  one  blow,  cata  off  from  heayen  ali  <he 
other  churchea  of  the  world,  Greek,  Araieniaa,  Ettuoptan, 
RttieiaOy  prateatanta :  which  is  an  act  so  contrary  to  charity, 
to  the  hope  and  piety  of  Christians,  so  dishMourable  to 
the  kingdoBi  of  Christ,  so  disparaging  to  the  justice,  to 
Uie  wisdom  and  the  goodness  of  Ood,  as  any  tUng  whM^ 
iean  be  said.    Where  hath  it  been  said,  that  it  ahall  be  4 
pait  of  Christian  laith»  to  beUeve,  that  though  the  fathers 
of  the  chorch  did  cooAmunicate  infknts,  yet  they  did  it  with- 
out ^ai^  opinion  of  necessity?   And  yet  the  choorch  of  Rome 
faath  determiiied  it,  in  one  of  her  general  councils  ^  as  a 
'thiag,  ^  sine  controversia  credendum,'  '  to  be  bdiered  with- 
^ont  doubt,'  or  dispute :  it  was  indeed  the  first  time  that  thip 
avas  made  a  pait  of  the  Christian  rrfigion ;  but  then  let  afl 
wise  men  tsJie  heed  how  they  ask  the  chuiph  of  Rome; 
where  was  tfata  part  of  her  religion  before  the  council  of 
Trent?  for  that  is  a.  secret :  and,  that  this  is  a  part  of  their 
veligion,  I  suppose  will  not  be  denied,  when  a  general  couur 
icil  hath  determined  it  to  be  a  truth  without  controveny,  and 
.to  be  held  acooidingly.    Where  hath  Ood  said^  that  those 
ichurehes  tbat  difier  from  the  Roman  church  in  some  pro- 
'positions,  cannot  confier  true  ordera,  nor  .^point  ministere 
iof  the  Qospel  of  Christ?  and  yet,  '  Super  totam  maieriam/ 
4he  cbttich  of  Rome  is  so  implacably  angry  and  imperious 
Srith  the  -diurches  of  the  protestante,  that,  if  any  English 
priest  turn  to  them,  they  re-ordain  Jiim ;  which  yet  them- 
selves call  sacrilegious,  in  case  his  former  ordinfttion  was 
•Talid;  as  it  is  impossible  to  prove  it  was  not,  there  being 
neither  in  Scripture,  nor  catholic  tradition,  any  laws,  order, 
>or  rule,  touching  our  case  in  this  particular.    Where  hath 
'God  said,  that  penance  is  a  sacrament,  or  that,  without  con- 
fession to  a  priest,  no  man  can  be  saved  ?    If  Christ  did  not 
institute  it,  how  can  it  be  necessary  ?  and  if  he  did  institute 
it,  yet  the  church  of  Rome  ought  not  to  say,  it  is  therefore 
necessary;  for  with  them  an  institution  is  not  a  command, 

• 

•^  £xtra:f.  de  M^Jorit.  «t  obedien.  dieimss,  defiiiioiiit,  proBanckmai 
Abtolnt^  neceaaarittin  ad  aalotem  omni  hamaiNc  creatune  iobesie  Romano 
poutificl. 
-      '"*  Stu.  1.  cap.  i. 
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thoagh  Christ  be  the  institutor ;  and  if  inslitatkm  be  etpai 
to  a  commaodmenty  how  then  comes  the  sacrament  not  to  be 
administered  in  both  kinds;  when  it  is  confessed,  that  in 
both  kinds  it  was  instituted  ? 

2.  The  church  of  Rome  does  so  maltiply  articles,  that 
few  of  the  laity  know  the  half  of  them,  and  yet  imposes  them 
all  under  the  same  necessity ;  and  if  in  any  one  of  them,  a 
man  make  a  doubt,  he  hath  lost  all  faith,  and  had  as  good 
be  an  infidel ;  for  the  church's  authority  being  the  formal 
object  of  faith,  that  is  the  only  reason  why  an  article  is  to  be 
believed ;  the  reason  is  the  same  in  all  things  else :  and, 
therefore,  you  may  no  more  deny  any  thing  she  says,  than 
all  she  says ;  and  an  infidel  is  as  sure  of  heaven,  as  any 
Christian  is  that  calls  in  question  any  of  the  innumerable 
propositions,  which,  with  her,  are  esteemed  '  de  fide.'  Now, 
if  it  be  considered,  that  some  of  the  Roman  doctrines  are  8l 
state  of  temptation  to  all  the  reason  of  mankind,  as  the 
doctrine  of  transubstantiation ;  that  some  are  at  least  of 
a  suspicious  improbity,  as  worship  of  images,  and  of  the 
consecrated  elements,  and  many  others ;  some  are  of  a  nice 
and  curious  nature,  as  the  doctrine  of  merit,  of  condignity 
and  congruity;  some  are  perfectly  of  human  inventions, 
without  ground  of  Scripture,  or  tmdition,  as  the  forms  of 
ordination,  absolution,  8cc.  When  men  see,  that  some  things 
can  never  be  believed  heartily,  and  many  not  undentood 
fully,  and  more  not  remembered,  or  considered  perfectly, 
and  yet  all  imposed  upon  the  same  necessity ;  and  as  good 
believe  nothing,  as  not  every  thing ;  this  way  is  apt  to  make 
men  despise  all  religion,  or  despair  of  their  own  salvation. 
The  church  of  Rome  hath  a  remedy  for  this ;  and  by  a 
distinction,  undertakes  to  save  you  harmless:  you  are 
not  tied  to  believe  ail  with  an  explicit  faith;  it  suffices 
that  your  faith  be  implicit,  or  involved  in  the  faith  of  the 
church ;  that  is,  if  you  believe  that  she  says  true  in  all  things, 
you  need  inquire  no  further :  so  that  by  this  means,  the  au- 
thority of  their  church  is  made  authentic,  for  that  is  the  first 
and  last  of  the  design ;  and  you  are  taught  to  be  saved  by 
the  faith  of  others ;  and  a  faith  is  preached,  that  you  have 
no  need  ever  to  look  after  it ;  a  faith,  of  which  you  know 
nothing;  but  it  matters  not,  as  long  as  others  do:  but  then 
it  is  also  a  faith,  which  can  never  be  the  ibundation  of  a  good 
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life ;  for  upon  ignoraiicey  nothing  tbat  is  good,  can  be.built ; 
no,  not  so  much  as  a  blind  obedience  \  for  even  blindly  to 
oliey,  is  built  upon  something,  that  you  are  bidden  explicitly 
to  believe,  viz.  the  infallibility  or  the  authority  of  the  church; 
but  upon  an  implicit  faith,  you  can  no  more  establish  a 
building,  than  you  can  number  that  which  is  not  Besides 
this,  an  implicit  faith  in  the  articles  of  the  church  of  Rome 
is  no  sense;  it  is  not  faith  at  all,  that  is  not  explicit;  'Faith 
comes  by  hearing,'  and  not '  by  not  hearing ;'  and  the  people 
of  the  Roman  church  believe  one  proposition  explicitly,  that 
is,  that  their  church  cannot  err ;  and  then  indeed,  they  are 
ready  to  believe  any  thing  they  tell  them;  but  as  yet  they 
believe  nothing  but  the  infallibility,  of  their  guides :  and  to 
call  that  faith,  which  is  bat  a  readiness,  or  disposition  to  have 
it,  is  like  filling  a  man's  belly  with  the  meat  he  shall  eat  to- 
morrow night ;  an  act  of  understanding  antedated.  But  when 
it  is  considered  in  its  own  intrinsic  nature  and  meaning,  at 
effects  this  proposition,  that  these  things  are  indeed  no 
objects  of  tbat  faith,  by  which  we  are  to  be  saved  (for  it 
is  strange,  that  men  having  the  use  of  reason,  should 
hope  to  be  saved  by  the  merit  of  a  faith  that  believes 
nothing,  that  knows  nothing,  that  understands  nothing) ;  but 
that  our  faith  is  completed  in  the  essential  notices  of  the 
evangelical  covenant,  in  the  propositions  which  every  Chris- 
tian, man  and  woman,  is  bound  to  know ;  and  that .  the 
other  propositions  are  but  arts  of  empire,  and  devices  of 
government,  or  the  scholastic  confidence  of  opinions ;  some- 
thing to  amuse  consciences,  and  by  such,  by  which  the 
mystic  persons  may  become  more  knowing  and  revered  than 
their  poor  parishioners. 

3.  The  church  of  Rome  determines  trifles  and  inconsider- 
able propositions,  and  adopts  them  into  the  family  of  iaith. 
Of  this  nature  are  many  things  which  the  popes  determine  in 
their  chairs,  and  send  diem  into  the  world  as  orades.  What 
a  dangerous  thing  would  it  be  esteemed  to  any  Roman 
catholic,  if  be  should  dare  to  question,  whether  the  con- 
secration of  the  bread  and  wine  be  to  be  done  by  the  prayer 
of  the  priest,  or  by  the  mystic  words  of  *  Hoc  est  corpus 
meum,'  said  over  the  elements  !  For,  that  by  the  force  of 
those  words,  said  with  right  intention,  the  bread  is  transub- 
stantiated, and  made  the  body  of  Christ*  '^  Ecclesia  catholica 
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magno  consensu  iocet,*'  said  BeDaniiiiie*;  to  it  is  also  in 
the  council  of  FIoreMce,  in  the  instruction  of  the  AnneniaBs; 
so  it  is  taught  in  the  catechism  of  the  council  ofTlrent ;  so  it 
is  agreed  by  the  Master  of  the  Sentences  and  his  scholars ; 
by  Ghratian,  and  the  lawyers ;  and  so  it  is  determined  in  the 
hiw  itseify '  cap.  cum  Martha  extr.  de  celebratione  missarum.* 
And  yet  this  is  no  certain  thing:  and  not  so  agreeaMe  to  the 
spirituality  of  the  gospel,  to  suppose  such  a  change  made 
by  the  saying  so  many  words.  And>  therefore,  although  the 
church  does  weH  in  using  all  the  words  of  institution  at  the 
consecration ;  for  so  they  are  carefully  recited  in  the  liturgies 
of  St.  JameSy  St.  Clement,  St.  Basil,  St.  Chrysostom,  St* 
Ambrose,  tiie  Anaphora  of  the  Syrians,  in  tfie  univerari 
canon  of  the  Ethiopians,  only  they  do  not  do  this  so  care- 
fully in  the  Roman  missal  ^  but  leave  out  words  very  coik 
siderable,  words  which  St.  Luke  and  St.  Paul  recite ;  Tis., 
^ which  is  broken  for  you;"  or  *' whidi  is  given  for  you:"  and 
to  the  words  of  consecration  of  the  chalice,  they  add  words 
which  Christ  did  not  speak  in  the  institution  and  benedic- 
tion; yet,  besides  this,  generally  the  Greek  fathers,  and 
divers  of  the  Latin,  do  expressly  teach^  that  the  consecration 
of  the  elements  is  made  by  the  prayers  of  Uie  diurch^  recited 
by  the  bishop  or  priest:  for  the  Scripture  telb  us,  that 
Christ  took  the  bread,  he  Messed  it,  and  brake  it,  and  gave 
it  to  them,  saying, '  Take,  eat'  It  is  to  be  supposed,  that 
Christ  consecrated  it  before  he  gave  it  to  them ;  and  yet, 
if  he  did,  alt  the  consecration  was  effected  by  his  benediction 
of  it:  and  if  (as  the  Romanists  contend)  Christ  gave  the 
sacrament  of  the  Eucharist  to  the  two  disciples  at  Emmaos, 
it  is  certain  there  is  no  record  of  any  other  consecnttion,  b«t 
by  Christ's  blessing  or  praying  over  the  el^n^its.  It  is, 
indeed,  possible,  lihat  somediing  more  might  be  done  than 
was  set  do¥fn»  but  nothing  less ;  and,  Aerefore,  this  eonse- 
cration  was  not  done  without  the  benediction ;  and,  tbere^ 
fbre,  ^  Hoc  est  corpus  meum '  alone  cannot  do  it ;  at  least 
there  is  no  warrant  for  it  in  Christ's  example.  And  when 
St.  Peter,  in  his  ministty,  did  fbund  and  establish  chnrehes, 
^Oratiottum  ordinem,  quibus  oUata  Deo  saoitfcia  conse* 

•  lib.  Iv.  d«  Sacr,  Eadnr.  cap.  it.  lect.  est.  ifitsr.  lib.  W.  icBt.  diit.  a* 
'  Inter  EvangelUtas,  quae  omittiiotiir  ab  bdo,  sap^lentor  ab  slio. 
tins  ^  offic  lftM«,  lib.  lit.  c.  jr. 


crattlar,  i  St.  P^rb  ptbsikb  ftiimie  tmtitQtuiii/'  iaid  riidov^; 
RemigittBy  Httg6  dd  St-Victdre^  smd  Alphonsos  4  Cattio; 
''  St.  Pet^r  fiFat  imtitoted  th«  oitiier  of  prayers,  by  wfakk 
&e  sAtriflcea  offi^red  to  Ood  w«re  oonfiecriertred :"  and  in  th^ 
liturgy  of  St.  Jamed,  aflef  the  i^rds  of  mstiitation  are  ifeoitfed' 
over  the  elements,  there  is  a  ]lrayer  of  consecration,  '^  O 
Lord,  make  ^is  bread  to  be  the  body  of  thy  Christy''  8mu> 
Which  woivlfe,  iMhottgfa  BellanninetrouUeitf  himself  to  abswctf^ 
as  cardinal  Bessarion  did  befoi'e  him ;  yet,  we  shall  find  hsa 
answers  to  no  purpose ;  expounding  the  prayier  to  be  dilly  m 
confirmation,  or  an  '  amen '  to  what  wl^s  done  before ;'  for 
if  that  consecrftticm  was  made  before  that  prajper,  how  domeis 
St.  James'to  call  it '  bread'  after  consecmtioa  i    A!nd  as  weak 
are  his  other  answers,  saying,  the  prayer'  mesBs  that  ^  Ood 
would  make  it  so  t«y  us,  not  in  itseif ;'  which,  aldibu^h  Si. 
James  hath  nething  to  wairsint  that  exposition ;  ;^et'  it  m 
true  upon  another  account^  that  is;  because  the  Ikead  be- 
comes Christ's  body  only  to  us,  to  them  who  oommunickte 
Worthily,  but  n&ver  to  the  wicked,  and  it  is  not  Christ's  body 
but  in  the  using  it,  and  that  worthily  too.    And,^ therefore,  his 
third  answer  (which  he  uses  first)  is  certainly  the'  best)  and 
that  is  the  answer  which  BeMaiion  makes,  that^  for  adght 
fliey  know,  '  the  order  of  the  words  is  changed ;  and  tbAt 
the  prayer  should  be  set  before,  not  after  the  words  of  ooh^ 
secration.'   Against  Whiob,  although  it  is  sufficient  to  opposo 
that,  for  aught  they  or  we  know>  the  order  is  not  changed  ; 
for  to  this  day,  and  always  (so  fiur  as  any  record  remains)  the 
Greeks  kept  the  same  order  of  the  words ;  and  the  Gtreck 
fikthers  had  their  sentiment  and  doctrine  agreeablci  16  iia 
And,  as  in  St^  James's  liturgy,  so  in  the  missil,  said  t6  be 
of  St.  Clement,  tiie  same  order  is  observed ;  mid  after  lh& 
words  of  the  institiltiott  or  declaration,  God  is  invociiteft 
to  send  his  Holy  Spirit  to  make  the  oblatioik  to  become  the 
body  and  blood  of  Christ.    And  in  pursnenee  of  tkm  Justin. 
Martyr^  catts  it,  Tw  Ji  «ix*f  •*?(5*!P«<^^n*'*««^  '■P*^,  and  Origen* 
iptcvg  twbirimfjihfowf  ^  rwf  dxi^  ^  Ad  quotum  pebee  Christi 
corpus*  sangtiisque  conficitur,"  said  St.  Jei^me^;  and  St^ 
Austin  caUs  the  sacrament,  '^Prece  mystica  consecratum." 

a 
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But  of  this  thing  I  hare  giren  an  account  in  other  places' : 
the  use  I  make  of  it  now,  is  this ;  that  the  church  of  Rome  is 
not  only  forward  to  decree  things  uncertain,  or  to  take  them 
for  gmntedy  which  they  can  never  prove;  but  when  she 
is  by  chance  or  interest,  or  mistake,  fallen  upon  a  proposition, 
she  will  not  endure  any  one  to  oppose  it ;  and,  indeed,  if  she 
did  suffer  a  change  in  this  particular,  not  only  a  great  part  of 
their  Thomistical  theology  would  be  found  out  to  be  sandy 
and  inconsistent;  but  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation 
would  have  no  foundation.  True  it  is,  this  is  a  new  doctrine 
in  the  church  of  Rome;  for  Amularius  affirms,  that  the 
apostles  did  consecrate  only  by  benediction ;  and  Pope 
Innocent  III.,  and' Pope  Innocent  IV.,  taught  that  Christ 
did  not  consecrate  by  the  words  of  '^  Hoc  est  corpus  menm  :** 
so  that  the  doctrine  is  new ;  and  yet  I  make  no  question,  be 
that  shall  now  say  so,  shall  not  be  accounted  a  catholic. 

But  the  instances  are  many  of  this  nature,  not  necessary 
to  be.  enumerated,  because  they  are  notorious ;  and  when  the 
^  queestiones  disputatae,'  as  St.  Thomas  Aquinas  calls  a 
volume  of  his  disputations,  are  (at  least  many  of  them)  past 
into  catholic  propositions,  and  become  the  genejral  doctrine 
of  their  church ;  £hey  do  not  so  much  insist  upon  the  nature 
of  the  propositions,  as  the  securing  of  that  authprity  by 
which  they  are  taught.  If  any  man  dissent  in  the  doctrine 
of  purgatory,  or  concomitancy,  and  the  half-communion, 
then  presently  '  Hannibal  nd  portas ;'  they  first  kill  him, 
and  th^n  damn  him  (as  far  as  they  can).  But  in  the  great 
questions  of  predetermination,  in  which,  man's  duty,  and  the 
force  of  laws,  and  the  powers  of  choice,  and  the  attributes 
of  Gk>d,  are,  deeply  concerned,  they  differ  infinitely,  and  yet 
they  endure  the  d^erence,  and  keep  the  communion.  But  if 
the  heats  and  interests  that  are  amongst  them,  had  happened 
to  be  employed  in  this  instance ;  they  would  have  made 
a  dissent  in  these  questions  as  damnable  as  any.  other.  But 
tfaeevents  of  salvation,  and  damnation  (blesscKl  be  God)  do 
not  depend  upon  the  votes  ttnd  sentences  of  men,  but  upon 
the  price  which  God  sets  upon  the  propositions;  and  it 
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Wbald  be  ccmsideredy  that  there  are  some  propositions' in 
which  men  are  confident  and  err  securely,  which  yet  have 
great  influence  upon  the  honour  of  God,  or  his  dishonour^ 
or  upon  good  or  bad  life  respectively,  than  many  others, 
m  which  the  ^iXov^Arrci/oyrc;  make  more  noise,  and  have  less 
consideration.  For  these  things  they  teach  not,  'as  the 
seribes,  but  as  having  authority ;'  not  as  doctors,  but  as 
lawgivers:  which  because  Christ  only  is,  the  apostles,  by 
the  assistance  of  an  infallible  Spirit,  did  publish  his  sanc- 
tions ;  but  gave  no  laws  of  faith,  but  declared  what  Christ 
had  made  so:  and  St.  Paul-  was  careful  to  leave  a  note 
of  d^erence,  with  a  **hocdifeo  ego,  non  Dominus:"  it 
follows  that  the  church  of  Rome  does  "  dominari  fidei  et 
conscientiis,"  **  make  hei%elf  mistfess  of  faith  and  con- 
sciences:'' which  being  the  prerogative  of  God,  it  is  part 
of  his  glory  that  he  will  not  impart  unto  another.  But 
this  evil  hath  proceeded  unto  extremity,  and  armies  have 
been  raised  to  prove  their  propositions ;  and  vast  -numbers 
^f  innocent  persons  have  been  put  to  the  sword,  aiid  burnt 
in  the  fire,  and  exposed  to  horrible  torments,  for  defying 
any  of  their  articles ;  and  their  saints  have  been  their  ensign- 
bearers,  particularly  St.  Dominick  ;  and  an  office  of  torment 
and  inquisition  is  erected  in  their  most  zealous  countries. 
"Nempe  hoc  est  esse  Christianum,''  this  is  the  Roman 
manner  of  being  Christian  :  and  whom  they  can,  and  whom 
they  cannot  kill  they  excommunic&te,  and  curse,  and  say 
they  are  damned.  This  is  so  contrary  to  the  communion 
of  saints,  aad  so  expressly  against  the  rule  of  the  apostle; 
commanding  us  to  "receive  them  that  are  weak  in  faith; 
but  not  to  receive  them  unto  -doubtful  disputations;'*  and 
BO  ruinous  to  the  grace  of  charity,  which  hopes  and  speaks 
the  best,  and  not  absolutely  the  worst  thing  in  the  world ; 
and  so  directly  opposed  to  Christ's  precept,  which  commands 
us, '  not  to  judge,  that  we  be  not  judged  ;^  and  is  an  enemy  to 
public  peace,  which*  is  easily  broken  with  them  whom' they 
think  to  be  damned  wretches,  and  is  so  forgetful  of  human 
infirmity;  and  but  little  considers,  that  in  so  innumerable 
a  company  of  old  and  new  propositions,  it  is  great  odds 
but  themselves  are  or  may  be  deceived  j  and  lastly,  it  is  so 
much  against  the  very  law  of  nature,  which  ever  permits  the 
understanding  free,  though  neither  tongue  nor  hapd }  and 
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)Lear09  iiU  ib«(t  to  Ihe  Divine  judgpaent,  iiMcfa  ooght  ncUber 
«Q  be  iavAded  nor  antedated ;  Uiat  ttus  ei^U  doctrine  and 
pmotice  10  not  wore  easily  reproved  than  k  is  peroicioua  and 
^tcJieraUey  and  of  all  things  in  the  world  the  most  uabke  the 
spirit  of  a  Christian^  I  \fjaow  that  against  this  they  have  no 
answer  to  oppose*  but  to  recriminate ;  and  say  that '  we  in  the 
/church  of  England  do  so ;  and  bang  their  priests,  and  punish 
by  fines  and  imprisonmeot  their  lay  proselytes.*  To  which 
th^  answer  need  not  be  long,  or  to  trouble  the  order  of  the 
.discourse.  Fori  1.  We  put  none  of  their  laity  to  death  for 
their  opinioa;  which  shows  that  it  is  not  the  religion  is 
persecutedj  but  some  other  evil  appendix.  2-  We  do  not 
put  any  of  their  priests  to  death  who  is  not  a  native  of  the 
kingdoms ;  but  those  subjects  who  pass  over  hence,  and 
receive  orders  abroad,  and  return  with  evil  errands.  3. 
37 either  were  these  so  treated,  until  by  the  pope  our  princes 
wert  excommunicated*  and  the  subjects  absolved  from  thdr 
4uty  to  them»  and  encouraged  to  take  up  arms  against  them ; 
and  that  the  English  priests  returned  with  ti^torous  designs, 
and  that  many  copspirades  were  discovered.  4.  And  lastly, 
when  much  of  the  evil  and  just  causes  of  fear  did  cease, 
|Jie  t^verity  of  procedure  is  tsken  00*,  and  they  have  more 
liberty  than  bi^erto  they  have  deserved.  Now,  if  any  of 
these  things  can  be  eitid  by  the  church  of  Rome  in  her 
d^fdnp0,  I  am  content  she  shall  enjoy  the  benefit  of  her 
Justifioation.  For  b^r  rage  extends  to  sll,  laity  as  well  as 
ptergy  >  foreign  clergy  as  well  as  domestic,  their  own  people 
^nd  strangers,  the  open .  dissentients  and  the  secretly  sus^ 
pected :  those  that  are  delated,  and  those  whom  they  can 
inquh^  of;  and  own  that,  which  we  disavow;  and  which  if 
we  did  do>  we  should  be  reproved  by  our  own  aentenoes  and 
public  profession  to  the  contrary. 

But  now,  after  all  this,  if  it  shall  i^ppear  that  the  danger 
is  on  the  part  of  the  Roman  church,  and  safety  on  our  side; 
and  yet  that  we,  in  our  censure  of  their  doctrine,  are  not  so 
fierce,  and  in  our  fears  of  ikeir  final  condition  not  so  decre- 
tory and  rash;  then  this  doctrine  of  theirs  against  us,  ia 
botii  the  more  uncharitable,  and  the  more  unressonaUe. 

1.  That  the  church  of  Rone  is  infinitely  confident  they 
sure  in  the  right*  I  easily  beheve^  because  they  say  they  are ; 
and  they  have  causes  but  too  many  to  create,  or  to  occasion 
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timt  confideDce  in  them:  for  th^y  never  wiU  consider  gdr* 
ecTBing  any  of  their  artioleB ;  their  imlearaed  men  not  at  aU> 
ikeir  Itemed  men  only  t6  confirm  their  o:wb,  end  to  oonfute 
thieir  advetvaxiesi  whose  ar^unents,  ihoogh  never  so  oon* 
Vincing,  Uiey  are  bound  to  look  upon  as;.temptatieiitt>  and  to 
use  them  accordingly;  which  things  in  case  thi^y  can  be 
in  ati  error^  may  prove  eo  like  the  sin  against  the  Holy 
Ghoety  as  miik  is  to  miik;  if|  at  le^t^  all  oonvictioli  c^ 
error^  and  demonstrations  of  tmth^  be  the  effsot  cuid  gtace 
of  the  Spirit  of  Qod ;  which  ought  veiy  Warily  to.  be  con* 
sidered% 

But  this  confidence  is  no  argument  of  truth ;  for  they 
telting  their  people,  that  '  they  ate  bound  to  believe  all  that 
they  teach  with  an  assent,  not  equal  to  their  proof  of  it,  but 
much  greater,  even  the  great^t  that  can  be/  thqr  tie  them 
to  believe  it  without  reason  or  proof r' for  to  beheve  mo^ 
sirongly  than  the  argument  infem^  is  to  believ^  sonlelhing 
without  the  argument ;  or  at  least  to  have  some  portions  of 
faith,  which  relies  upon  no  argutnent ;  which  if  it  be  Hot 
efiected  by  a  supreme  and  more  iniUlible  pridd^i  can  iieVer 
be  reasotAble ;  but  this  they  supply  with  telling  them^  that 
they  cannot  err;  and  this  very  proposition  itself,  needihg 
another  supply  (for  why  shall  they  believe  this»  more  than 
any  thing  else,  with  an  assent  greater  than  can  be  effected 
by  their  argument  ?),  they  supply  this  also^  vrith  affrighting 
homilies  and  noises  of  damnation.  So  that  it  is  no  wonder, 
that  the  Roman  people  are  so  oonfidetit ;.  since  it  is  not  ujpon 
the  strength  of  their  argument  or  cause  (for  they  are  itaught 
to  be  confident  beyond  that),  but  it  is  upon  the  strength  of 
passion,  credulity, .  interest,  and  fear,  education,  and  pre- 
tended authority,  all  which,  as  we  hope  Ood  will  consider  in 
passing  his  unerring  sentence  upon  the  poor  misled  people 
of  the  Roman  conmiunion ;  so  we  also,  considering  their 
infirmity  and  our  own,  dare  not  enter  into  the  secret  of  God's 
judgment,  concerning  all  or  any  of  their  persons ;  but  pray 
for  them,  and  offer  to  instruct  them ;  we  reprove  their  false 
doctrines,  and  use  means  to  recal  them  from  darkness,  intd 
some  more  light  than  there  they  see;  but  we  pass  no 
further ;  and  we  hope  that  this  charity  and  modesty  will  not^ 
we  are  sure  it  ought  not^  be  turned  to  our  reproach^  for  this 
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18  the  avox^  MM  fAoMpo^ufua^,  that  '  toleration'  of  onr  erring 
brethren,  and '  long  sulFerance/  which  we  have  learned  from 
God,  and  it  ought  to  procure  repentance  in  them ;  and  yet  if 
it  does  ■  noty  we  do  but  our  duty,  always  remembering  the 
words  of  the  great  apostle,  which  he  spake  to  the  church  of 
Rome/  "  Thou  art  inexcusable,  O  man,  whosoever  thou  art, 
that  Judgest  another ;  for  in  what  thou  judgest  another,  thoa 
oondemnest  thyself ;"  and  we  fear,  and  e?ery  man  is  bound 
to  do  so  too,  lest  the  same  measure  of  judgment  we  make  to 
the  .errors  of  our  brother,  be  heaped  up  against  our  own,  in 
case  we  fall  into  any.  And  the  church  of  Rome  should  do 
well  to  consider  this ;  for  she  is  not  the  less  likely  to  err,  but 
much  more  for  thinking  she  cannot  err ;  her  very  thinking 
and  saying  this  thing,  being  her  most  capital  error,  as  I  shall 
afterwards  endeavour  to  make  apparent.  I  remember  that 
Paganinus.Gaudentitts,  a  Roman  gentleman,  tells  that  Theo^ 
dore  Beza,  being  old,  and  coming  into  the  camp  of  Henry  IV. 
of  France/was  asked  by  some, '  Whether  he  were  sure  that  he 
followed  the  true  religion?'  He  modestly  answered,  that '  he 
did  daily  pray  to  God,  to  direct  him  with  his  Holy  Spirit, 
and  to  give  him  a  light  from  heaven  to  guide  him.'  Upon 
which  answer,  because  they  expounded  it  to  be,  in  Beza,  un- 
certainty and  irresolution,  he  says,  that  f  many  who  heard  him 
took  that  hint,  and  became  Roman  catholics.'  It  is  strange 
it  should  be  so;  that  one  man's  modesty  should  make  another 
man  bold,  and  that  the  looking  upon  a  sound  eye  should 
make  another  sore.  But  so  it  is,  that  in  the  church  of 
Rome,  very  ill  use  is  made  of  our  charity  and  modesty. 
However,  I  shall  give  a  true  account  of  the  whole  afiair  as  it 
stands,  and  then  lea?e  it  to  be  considered. 


SECTION  VIII, 

JTie  Insecurity  of  the  Roman  ^Ugion. 

1.  As  to  the  security  which  is  pretended  in  the  chucch  of 
Rome,  it  is*  confidence  rather  than  safety,  as  I  hare  already 

^  Roin.  ii.  4.  *  Vene  i.  . 
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said ;  but  if  we  look  upon  the  propositions  themseUes,  we 
find  that  there  is  more  danger  in  them  than  we  wish  there 
were.  I  have  already,  in  the  preface  to  the  First  Part, 
ioalanced  in. some  particulars,  in  which  the  church  of  Rome 
hath  suffered  infirmity,  and  fallen  into  error ;  and  the  errors 
are  such,  which  the  fathers  of  the  church  (for  we  meddle  not 
with  any  such  judgment)  call  damnable.  As  for  example ; 
*'  to  add  any  thing  to  Scriptures,  or  to  introduce  into  the 
fieuth  any  thing  that  is  not  written ;  or  to  •  call  any  thing 
Divine,  that  is  not  in  the  authority  of  the  holy  Scnptures; 
which,  TertuUian  says,  whosoever  does,  may  fear  the  woe 
pronounced  in  Scripture  against  adders  and  detractors;'' 
and  St.  Basil  says,  '^  is  a  manifest  note  of  infidelity,  and  a 
most  certain  sign  of  pride;''  and  others  add,  it  **  is  an  evil 
heart  of  immodesty,  and  most  vehemently  forbidden  by  the 
apostles*"  Against  the  testimonies  then  brought,  some  little 
cavils  were  made,  and  many  evil  words  of  railing  published, 
which  1  have  not  only  washed  off  in  the  second  section  of 
this  Second  Part,  but  have,  to  my  thinking,  clearly  proved 
them  guilty  of  doing  ill  in  this  question,  and  receding  from 
the  rule  of  the  primitive  church ;  and  have  added  many  other 
testimonies  concerning  the  main  inquiry,  to  which  the  weak 
answers  offered  can  no  way  be  applied,  and  to  which  the 
more  learned  answers  of  Bellarmine  and  Perron  are  ^found 
insufficient;  as  it  there  is  made. to  appear.  So  that  I  know 
npthing  remains  to  them  to  be  considered,  but  whether  or  no, 
the  prioiitive  and  holy  fathers  were  too  zealous  in  condemn- 
ing this  doctrine  and  practice  of  the  Roman  church  too 
severely?  We  are  sure  the  thing  which  the  fathers  so  con- 
demn, is  done  without  warrant,  and  contraiy  to:  all  authentic 
precedei^ts  of  the  purest  and  holiest  ages  of  the  church,  and 
greatly  derogatory  to  the  dignity  and  .fulness  of  Scripture ; 
and  infinitely  dangerous  to  the  church  for  the  intromitting 
the  doctrines  of  men  into  the  canon  of  fiiith,  and  a  great 
dijsunution  to  the  reputation  of  that  providence,  by  which  it 
is  certain,  the  church  was  to  be  secured  in  the  records  of 
salivation ;  which  could  not  be  done  by  any  thing  so  well,  as 
by  writing  what  was  to  .be  kept  inviolate;  especially  in^the 
propositions  of  faith,  relying  oftentimes  upon  a  word,  and  a 
phrase  and  a  manner  of  expression ;  which,  in  the  infinite 
variety  of  reporters,  plight  too  easily  suQer  change.    Thus 
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fiur  we  can  «aMy  argue  coBcenung  dM  error  of  the  ehtrdi  of 
Rome;  end  lo  tliie  not  we»  but  tke  ftlheie,  add  a  eetem 
pensure.  And  when  eome  of  theK  censures  were  set  down 
by  way  of  caution  and  wamiog^  not  of  jodgment  and  final 
sentence*  it  seems  a  wonder  to  me  how  these  gentlemen  of 
the  Roman  communions  that  wrote  against  the  book^shonU 
recile  ail  these,  terrible  sayings  out  of  the  fathers  against 
their  superadditkm  of  articles  to  the  faith  contained  in  Scrip* 
tttffes,  and  be.  so  little  concerned  as  to  read  them  with  a 
purpose  only  to  find  fault  with  the  quotations,  and  never  he 
smitten  with  a  terror  of  the  judgment,  which  the  fathem 
pronounce  against  them  that  do  so.  Just  as  if  a  man  being 
ready  to  perish  in  a  stovm,  should  look  up  and  doWn  the 
ship  to  see  if  the  little  paintings  were  exact;  or  as  if  a  man, 
in  a  terrible  dap  of  thunder,  should  consider  whether  he  erer 
heard  so  unmusical  a  sound,  and  never  regard  his  own 
danger.  2.  The  same  is  the  case  in  their  AfrvKetrfiUf 
*  worshipping  of  consecmted  bread :'  in  which,  V  they  be 
not  deceived,  all  the  reason  and  all  the  senses  of  all  the  men 
in  the  worid  are  deceived ;  and  if  they  be  deceived,  .then  it  is 
certain,  they  give  Diriue  worship  to  what  they  natnmlly  eat 
and  drink;  and  how  great  a  provocation  of  God  that  is» 
they  cannot  but  know  by  the  whole  analogy  of  the  Old  and 
New  Testament,  and  even  by  natural  reason  itself,  and  all 
the  dictates  of  religion  which  God  bath  written  in  our  hearts* 
Pn  the  other  side,  if  we  consider  that  if  the  Divine  worship 
they  intend  to  Christy  were  passed  immediately  to  him  sitting 
in  heaven,  and  not  through  that  blessed  thmg  upon  the  altar^ 
but  directly  and  primarily  to  him  whose,  passion  thers  is 
represented,  and  the  benefits  of  whose  death  are  there  offered 
and  exhibited; — there  could  be  no  diminution  of  any  right 
due  to  Christ*  Nay,  to  them  who  consider,  that  in  the  fint 
institution  and  tradition  of  it  to  the  apostles,  Christ^s  body 
was  still  whole  and  unbroken,  and  separate  from  the  iMead, 
and  could  not  then  be  transubstantiate^  and  pass  fiiem  itsdf 
into  what  it  was  not  before,  and  yet  remain  etiH  itsdf  what 
it  was  before ;  and  that  neither  Christ  did  command  tiie 
apostles  to  wpnbip,  neither  did  they  worship  any  thing  but 
iBod  the  Father,  at  that  time; — it  must  needs  seem  to  be  a 

•  Letter,  asd « Tnitb  wUI  ost/  &e.      . 
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prodigious  venture  of  tbeir  souls,  to  change  tbat  action  int^ 
a  needless  and  ungroanded  superstition:  especially  since 
^iSier  Chris's  ascension,  bis  body  is  not  only  in  heaven, 
'^  which  must  contain  it  until  his  coming  to  jaci^gment;"  but 
is  so  changed,  so  immaterial,  or  spiritual,  tbat  it  is  opt 
capable  of  being  broken  by  hands  or  teeth.     In  not  adorii^ 
that  which  we  see  to  be  bread,  we  can  be  as  safe  as.  the 
apostles  were,  who,  we  find,  did  not  worship  it;    but  in 
giring  Divine  honours  to  it,  we  can  be  no  more  safe,  in  cast 
iheir  proposition  be  amiss,  than  he  that  worships  the  sun^ 
because  he  verily  believes  he  is  the  Ood  of  heaven.-    A  good 
meaning  in  this  case  will  not  justify  his  action ;  not  oply 
because  he  hath  enough  to  instruct  him  better,  and  to  bring 
him  to  better  understanding,  but  especially  because  he  may 
mean  as  well,  if  he  worships  Christ  in  heaven,  ''  ad  sua 
templa  oculis,  animo  ad  sua  numina  spectans;"  yea,  and 
better,  when  he  does  actually  worship  Christ  at  that  time, 
directing  the  worship  to  him  in  heaven,  and  would  terminate 
bis  worship  on  the  host,  if  he  were  sure  it  were  Christ,  or 
were  commanded  so  to  do.    Add  to  this,  that  to  worship 
Christ  is  an  affirmative  precept;  and,  so  it  be  done  in  wisdom, 
and  holinass,  and  love,  in  all  just  ways  of  address  to  him,  in 
praying  to  him,  reciting  his  prayers,  giving  him  thanks, 
trusting  in  him,  hoping  in  him,  and  loving  him  with  the  b^st 
love  of  obedience:  not  to  bow  the  knee,  '  hic  et  nunc,' 
when  we  fear  to  displease  him  by  so  doing,  cannot  be  a  sin, 
because  for  that '  hic  et  nunc'  there  is  no  commandment  at 
all.    And  after  all,  if  we  will  suppose  that  the  doctrine  of 
transubstantiation  were  true,  yet  because  the  priest  that 
consecrates,  may,  indeed,  secretly   have  received  invalid 
orders,  or  have  evil  intention,  or  there  may  be  some  un* 
discernible  nullity  in  the  whole  economy  and  ministration ; 
so  that  no  man  of  the  Homaii  communion  can  say,  that  by 
Divine  faith  he  believes  that  this  host  is,  at  this  time,  tran* 
substantiated ;  but  only  hath  conjectures  and  ordinary  sup- 
positions, that  it  is  BO,  and  that  he  does  not  certainly  know 
the  contrary.    He  that  certainly  gives  Divine  honour  to  that 
liphich  is  not  certain  to  be  the  body  of  Christ, — runs  into 
a  danger  too  great,  to  promise  to  himself  he  shall  be  safe. 
Some  there  are  who  go  further  yet,  and  consider  that  the 
church  of  Rome  say  only,  that  the  bread  is  changed  into  the 
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body  of  Christy  but  not  into  his  soul;  for  lh«n  the  same 
bread  would  be,  at  the  same  time^  both  material  and  im- 
material; and  that,  if  it  were,  to  gire  honours  absolnteiy 
Divine  to  the  humanity  of  Christ,  abstracted  from  considera- 
tion of  his  Divinity,  into  which  certainly  the  bread  is  not 
transubstantiated,— is  too  near  the  doctrine  of  the  Socinians, 
who  suppose  the  humanity  to  be  absolutely  deified,  and 
Divine  honours  to  be  due  to  Christ,  as  a  man  whom  God 
hath  exalted  above  every  name.  But  if  they  say,  that  they 
worship  the  body  in-  concretion  with  the  Divinity;  it  is 
certain  that  may  be  done  at  all  times,  by  looking  up  to 
heaven  in  all  our  rdigious  addresses.  And,  therefore,  that 
is  the  safe  way,  and  that  is  the  way  of  the  church  of  Eng- 
land. The  other  way,  m.  of  the  church  of  Rome,  at  the 
best,  is  full  of  dangers ;  and  **  qui  amat  periculum,  peribit  in 
illo,"  was  the  wise  man's  caution. 

3.  The  like  to  this  is  the  practice  of  the  church  of  Rome 
in  worshipping  angels ;  which  as  it  is  no  where  commanded 
in  the  New  Testament,  so  it  is  expressly  forbidden  by  an 
angel  ^'himself  twice,  to  St.  John,  adding  an  unalterable 
reason ;  "  for  I  am  thy  fellow-servant,  worship  God  ;*'  or  as 
some  ancient  copies  read  it,  '*  worehip  Jesus ;"  meaning  that, 
although  in  the  Old  Testament  the  patriarchs  and  prophets 
did  bow  before  the  angels  that  appeared  to  them  as  God's  am- 
bassadors, and  in  the  pereon  of  God ;  and  to  which  they  were 
greatly  inclined,  because  their  law  was  given  by  angels: — 
yet,  when  God  had  exalted  the  Son  of  Man  to  be  ^  the  Lord 
of  men  and  angels',"  we  are  all  feUow-servants ;  and  Uiey 
are  not  to  receive  religious  worship  as  before,  nor  we  to  pay 
it  them.  And  by  this  we  understand  the  reproof  which  St. 
Paul  makes  of  the  Gnostics,  of  whose  practice  he  forewarns 
the  Christians  that '  they  suffer  not  themselves  to  be  deceived 
by  the  worshipping  of  angels.'  Now  by  these  authorities  it 
is  plain,  that  it  can  at  least  be  no  duty  to  worship  angels ; 
and  therefore  they  that  do  it  not,  cannot  be  blamed :  but  if 
these  words  mean  here,  as  they  do  in  all  other  places,  there 
is  at  lefast  great  danger  to  do  it. 

4.  And  of  the  like  danger  is  invocation  of  saints;  which 
if  it  be  no  more  than  a  mere  desire  to  them  to  pray  for  us, 

*»  Rtv.  xxti.  '  Colosf  ii.' 
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why  is  it. expressed  in  their  public,  offices  in  words,  that 
differ  not  from  our  prayers  to  God  ?  If  it  be  more,  it  creates 
in  usy.or  is. apt  to  create  id  us,  conficfence  in  the  creatures; 
it  relies  upon  that  which  St.  Paul  used  as  an  argument 
gainst  worship  of  angels ;  and  that  is,  '^  intruding  into  those 
things  we  understand  not;"  for  it  pretends  to  know  their 
present  state,  which  is  hid  from  our  eyes ;  and  it  proceeds 
upon  the  very  reason .  upon  which  the  Gnostics  and  the 
Videntinians  went;  that  is,  that  it  is  fit  to  have  mediators 
between  Gpd  and  us :  that  we  may  present  our  prayers  to 
them,  and  they,  to  God.  To  which  add,  that  the  church  of 
Rome  presenting  .candles,  .and  other  donaries  to  the  Virgin 
Mary  as  to  the  queen  of  heaven,  do  that  which  the  Collyridians 
did ;  the  gift  is  only  differing,  as  candle  and  cake,  gold  and 
garments,  this  vow.  or  that  vow.  AU  which  being  put  to- 
gether makes  a  dangerous  liturgy ;  not  like  to  the  worship 
and  devotion  used  in  the  primitive  church,  but  so  like  to 
what  is  forbidden  in  Scripture,  that  it  is  much  the  worse* 
The  advantage  got  by  these  things  cannot  countervail  the 
evil  of  the  suspicion ;  and  the  wit  of  them  that  do  so,  cannot 
by  a  secure  answer  escape  the  force  of  a  prohibition ;  and 
therefore  it  were  infinitely  more  safe  to  let  it  alone ;  and  to 
invocaie  and  adore  him  only  who  is  var^f  rnv  ouivcgv,  **  the 
Father  of  the  JEonts/' — the  Father  of  men  and  angels, — and 
God,  through  Jesus  Christ ;  and  that  answers  all  objiections. 

6,  What  good  does  the  worship  of  images  do  to  the  souls 
of  Christians  7  What  glory  is  done  to  God  by  being  repre- 
sented, in  little  shapes  and  human  or  fantastic  figures? 
What  Scripture  did  ever  command  it?  What  prophet  did 
not  reprove  it?  Is  it  not,  in  all  appearance,  and  grammatical 
^nd  proper  understanding  of  words,  forbidden  by  an  expiesn^ 
eoBUnandment  of  God  ?  Is  there  any  duty  incumbent  on  us 
to. do  it?  Certainly,  all  the  arts  of  witty  men  of  the  Roman 
side,  are, little  enough,  and  much  too  Uttle  to  prove,  that  it  is 
lawful  to  make, and  worship  them:  and  the  distinctions  and 
elusions,  the  tncks  and  artifices,  are  so  many,  that  it  Is  a 
great  piece  of  impertinent  learning  to  remember  them,  and 
no  snmll  trouble  to  understand  them;  and  they  that  most 
heed  the  distinctions  (that  is,  the  common  people),  cannot 
use  them ;  and  at  the  best,  it  is  very  hard  to  think  it  lawful, 
but  very  easy.^to  understand  that  it  is  forbidden ;  and  most 
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easy  to  be  assured  it  is  very  innocent  to  let  it  atone.   ^  Where 
an  image  is,  there  is  no  religion/'  said  liu^tantias; — tfnd 
^*  we  ought  rather  to  die  than  to  pollute  our  faith  with  aadi 
iiApieties/''  said  Origen.    Now  let  us  suppose  that  these 
ftithers   speak'  against  the  heathen  superstition  of  wor- 
shipping the  images  of  their  gods ;  certainly,  if  it  was  a  laall 
in  them,  it  is  worse  in  Christians,  who  have  received  so  many 
commands  to  the  contrary,  and  who  are  tied  ''to  wotfsbip 
the  Father  in  spirit  and  in  trudi/'  and  were  never  permitfted 
to  worship  him  by  an  image.    And  true  it  is  that  images  ate 
more  fit  for  false  gods,  than  for  the  true  God,  the  Father  c^ 
spirits ;  the  superstition  of  images  is  more  ptoportioned  to 
the  idolatry  of  false  gods,  than  to  true  religion»  aad  the 
worship  of  him  "  whom  eye  hath  not  seen,^  and  cannot  see, 
iior  heart  can  comprehend.    And  it  is  a  vain  iUasioa  to  say, 
tiiat  these  fathers  did  not  severely  censure  the  use  of  iasagee 
among  Christians;  for  all  that. time  among  the  Chiistiane 
thete  was  no  use  of  images  at  all  in  religion ;  and  for  the  veiy 
reasons  by  which  they  condemned  the  heathen  soperatittoa 
of  image-worship^  for  the  same  reasons  they  would  nevet 
en<!ufe  it  at  all  amongst  Christians.    But  then  if  tiiis  be  so 
highly  criminal  (as  these  ancient  fathers  say),  I  desire  it  may 
be  considered,  fbr  what  pretended  reasons  the  church  oi 
Rome  should  not  only  permit,  but  allow,  and  decree,  and 
ufge  the  use  of  images  in  their  religious  adorations?    If  it 
be  only  for  instruction  of  the  laity,  that  might  be  better 
supplied  by  catechisings  and  fVequent  homilies;  and  if  in- 
struction  be  intended,  then  the  single -statutes  are  less  useful; 
but  histories  and  hieroglyphics  are  to  be  painted  upon  tables; 
and  in  them,  I  suppose^  there  would  be  less  templatiOQ  ef 
doing  abomination.    But  when  the  images,  simple  or  mixedy 
ai^  painted  or  carved,  the  people  must  be  told,  what  their 
meaning  is;  and  then  they  will  not  need  such  books*  who 
may  with  less  danger  learn  their  lesson  by  heart :  and  besidee 
this,  they  are  told  strange  stories  of  the  saints  whose  ims^ee 
they  see,  and  of  the  images  themselves  that  repi^eeBt  Ibe 

'  A|{teinRt  fUewe  qnotatloni  wed  la  the  preAce  «f  tiM' iiftt  •  |MSt,  As 
mtht  of  the « Letter  to  a  rrlcnii,'  p.  3»  asd  Itie  satbor  of  <  Tfeatli  will  oat,* 
p.  6.  old^ci  tlHit  Uteie  lUtbers  apeak  agniuat  the  worRhipping  of  the  imaset 
of  bi-athen  gods,  not  of  the  nae  of  imaget  ainoDgtt  Christians  j  which  cavil 
tbc  reader  may  see  hrgely  refht^  in  the  stetloa  *Of  Itnagct.* 
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MkitB ;  and  then,  it  may  be,  these  laymen's  books  may  teach 
them  Okiiigs  that  they  mast  unlearn  again.    Bnt  yet  if  tliey 
be  useftil  for  instmotiony  what  benefit  ts  done  to  our  spirits 
by  giving^  them  adoration?  That  God  wiS  accept  ft  as  an 
hetiolfir  done  te  himself,  he  hath  no  where  told  us ;  and  be 
seems  often  to  have  told  us  the  contrary ;  and  if  it  be  pos- 
sible bymanls  wit  to  acquit  this  practice  from  being  (what 
the  prophets  so  highly  reprove)  *  sphritnal  whoredom,''  in 
giving  God's  due  to  an  image;  yet  it  can  never  be  proved 
to  be  a  p«rt  of  ikBit  worshipping  6f  X3bd  in  spirit  and  in  truth 
whteh  he  requires.    And  though  it  would  never  have  beeii 
believed  in  Origen's,  Tertullian's,  or*  Lactantius's  days,  lliat 
ever  there  would  arise  a  sort  of  Christians  that  should  con- 
fend- earnestly  for  the  worshipping  tmageS|  or  that  ever  the 
heathen  way  of  worship,  vi«.  of  what  they  called  God,  by  an 
ittage,  should  become  a  great  part  of  Christianity,  or  that  a 
oouncil  of  bishops  should  decree  the  worship  of  images,  as 
an'  article  of  feidi ;  or  that  they  should  think  men  should 
be  dumned  for  denying  worship  to  images ;  yet  after  all 
tills,  when  it  is  considered  that  the  worshipping  of  imagifS 
by  Christians  is  so  great  a  scandal'  to  the  Indians,  that  they 
Ibihk  themselves  justified  in  their  peKgion  by  this;  and  so 
great  a  scandal  to  Jews  and  Turks,  that  they  hate  Chris^ 
tianity  itself  for  that  very  reason ;  it  is  a  strange  peitmacy 
m  the  chureh  of  Rome  to  retain  this  practice  for  so  little 
pretensions  of  <good,  and  with  so  evidefnt  a  mischief:  to 
Ivhich,  if  this  be  added,  that  many  of  tbe  ruder  people  da 
downright   worship    the    image  without   a  distinction,    or 
scruple,  or  difference;  and  that  for  aught  we  know,  many 
souls  perish  by  such  practices,  which  might  be  secured  by 
fte  taking  away  the  images  and  forbidding  the  superstition : 
I  for  my  part-  cannot  imagine,  how  the  guides  of  souls  can 
answer  it  to  God,  or  satisfy  their  consciences  in  their  so 
vSelf  and  cheaply  regarding  souls>  and  permitting  them  to 
live  in  danger,  and  die  in  sin,  for  no  spiritual  good' which 
eaa  accrue  to  the  church,  which  can  countervail  the  danger, 
much  less  the  loss,  of  one  soul.    Hawever;  it  will  be  very 
hatd^rom  any  principle  of  Christian  religion,  t6  prove  it  is  a 
damnable  sin,  not  to  worship  images;  but  every  man  that 
can  read,  hath  very  much  to  say,  that  to  worship  them,  is  a 
provoeation  of  Qtid  to  anger,  and  to  jedousy . 
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6L  Thus  dso  it  must  needs  be  confessed,  that  it  is  more  safe 
for  the  church  of  God,  to  give  the  holy  communion  in  both 
kinds,  than  but  in  one ;  and  BeUarmine's  foolish  reason  of 
the  wine  sticking  to  laymen's  beards,  is  as  ridiculous  as 
the  doctrine  itself  is  unreasonable ;  and  if  they  should  shave 
laymen's  beards*  as  they  do  the  clei^«  it  would  be  less  in- 
convenience than  what  they  now  feel ;  and  if  there  be  no 
help  for  it,  they  had  better  lose  their  beards,  than  lose  their 
share  of  the  blood  of  Christ*    And  what  need  is  there  to 
dispute  such  uncertain  and  unreasonable  propositions,  as  that 
Christ's  blood  is  with  the  body,  by  way  of  concomitancy, 
as  if  the  sacrament  were  not  of  Christ's  body  broken,  and 
the  blood  poured  out;,  and  as  if,  in  case  it  be  so,  Christ  did 
not  know,  or  not  consider  it,  but  for  all  that,  instituted  the 
supper  in  both  kinds.     And  what  more  is  gotten  by  the 
host  alone,  than  by  that  and  the  chalice  too  ?    And  what  can 
be  answered  to  the  pious  desires  of  so  many  nations,  to  have 
the  chalice  restored ;  when  they  ask  for  nothing  but  their 
part  of  the  legacy  which  Christ  left  them  in  his  Testament? 
And  the  church  of  Rome,  which  takes  upon  her  to  be  sole 
executrix,  or  at  least,  overseer  of  it,  tells  them,  that '  the 
legacy  will  do  them  no  good ;'  and  keeps  it  from  them,  by 
telling  them, '  it  is  not  necessary ;'  nay,  it  is  worse  than  so ;  for 
when  in  the  time  of  the  council  of  Trent,  instance  was  made, 
that  leave  might  be  given  to  such  as  desire  it;  the  oracle 
was  uttered  by  the  cardinal*  of  Alexandria,  but  viras  given 
after  the  old  manner,  so  that  no  man  was  the  better.     For 
no  man  was  capable  of  receiving  the  favour  but  he  that  pro- 
fessed he  did  not  believe  it  necessary ;  and  then  there  could 
be  no  great  reason  to  desire  it ;  he  that  thought  he  needed 
it  could. not  receive  it;  and  he  that  found  no  want  of  it,  in 
^1  reason  would  not  be  importunate  for  it,  and  then  he  should 
be  sure  not. to  have  it:  so  that,  in  effect,  there  were  two 
9orts  of  persons  denied  it ;  those  that  required  it,  and  those 
that  did  not  require  it.    And  to  what  Christian  grace  to 
refer  the  wisdom  and  piety  of  this  answer,  I  cannot  yet 
learn.    Neither  can  I  yet  imagine  why  the  cardinal  St.  An- 
gelo '  should  call ''  giving  the  cup  to  the  laity,  a  giving  them 
a  cup  of  deadly  poison ;"  since  certain  it  is,  that  the  blood 

. .  * 

•  Coocil.  Trideot  lib.  ▼.  A.  D..l56].sab  Pio  qnsrto.  '  IhttU 
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of  Christ  is  ''a  savour  of  life/'  and  not  of  death ;  and,  as  the 
French  ambassador  repfied,  ''The  apostles  who  did  give  it/ 
were  not  empoisoners ;  and  the  many  ages  of  the  primitive^ 
church  did  receive  it  vdth  very  great  emolument  and  spi-' 
ritual  comfort/' — To  this  I  know  it  will  be  said  by  some, 
who  cannot  much  defend  their  church  in  the  thing  itself, 
that  '  it  is  no  great  matter ;  and  if  all  things  else  were  ac- 
corded, this  might  be  dispensed  withal ;  and  the  pope  could 
give  leave  to  the  respective  churches,  to  have  according  as 
it  might  be  expedient^  and  fit  for  edification/  But  this  will 
not  serve  the  turn:  for,  first,  the  thing  itself  is  no  smalt 
matter,  but  of  greatest  concernment.  It  is*  the  sacramental 
blood  of  Christ.  The  holy  bread  cannot  be  the  sacrament 
of  the  blood ;  and  if  Christ  did  not  esteem  it  as  necessary,  to 
leave  a  sacrament  of  his  blood,  as  of  his  body,  -—  he  would  not 
have  done  it;  and  if  he  did  think  it  as  necessary,  certainly  it 
was  so.  But,  2.  Suppose  the  matter  be  small,  why  should  a 
schism  be  made  by  liim,  that  would  be  thought  the  great 
father  of  Christians?  and  all  Christendom  ddmost  displeased 
and  offisnded,  rather  than  he  will  comply  widi  their  desires 
of  having  nothing  but  what  Christ  left  them  ?  If  the  thing 
be  but  little,  why  do  they  take  a  course  to  make  it,  as  they 
suppose,  damnation  to  desire  it  ?  And  if  it  be  said,  *  because 
it  is  heresy  to  think  the  church  hath  erred  all  this  while  in 
denying  it ; '  to  this,  the  answer  will  be  easy, — that  themsdves 
who  did  deny  it,  have  given  the  occasion;  and  not  they 
who  do  desire  it;  neither  have  all  the  Christian  churches 
denied  it ;  for  I  think  none  but  the  Roman  church  does ;  and 
if  the  Roman  church,  by  granting  it  now  to  her  own  children, 
will'be  supposed  to  have  erred  in  denying  it ;  to  continue  this 
denial,  will  not  cure  that  inconvenience :  for  that  which  at 
first  was  but  an  error,  will  now  become  heresy,  if  they  be 
pertinacious  in  the  refusal.  But  if  it  were  not  for  poHtical', 
and  human  considerations,  and  secular  interests,  there  wiH 
be  little  question,  but  that  it  will  be  safer,  and  more  agree- 
able to  Christ's  institution,  and  the  apostolital  doctrine,  and 
thepritnitive  practice,  to  grant  it  lovingly,  than  to  detain  it 
sacrdegiously :  for,  at  least,  the  detention  will  look  like  sa- 
crilege; and  the  granting  it  cannot  but  be  a  fatherly  and 
pious  mimstration ;  especially  since  when  it  is  granted,  all 
parties  are  pleased,  and  no  man's  authority,  real,  or  pre- 

VOL.  X.  MM 
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ten^i,  i^  .que^ioi^^.    B^t  what8t)er  ?^]ie<)(W^  of  this  €<^ii- 
si4e];atioqi,inrhi0h  is  ^iQthing  bc^^  a.  chantifLl^le  deBire,  ^nd  way 
Qiif  P^aoe  with  ^ui  advQn^«M^8|:f^4  ^  dewe  ,to  ik^i  ibem.by 
Q|ir  JiQt  ^it^In«dd^^g  wi^h  tbeiT  upalterftble  aa4  pei^iiMmipiis 
iatcir^t;  yet  as  to  ^  t^i^ng  it^eljfy^l^  je  cettain,4bat  tp  com* 
mimicate  in  bo^  lLinds»  is  ju^J^aUe  by  tbe  in^titutiou  of 
Chrial^  f^ld  the  perpetual  practice  of  the  ohoroh  for  imMPiy 
age^  J  which  thing  certainly  i^,  or  ought  to  b^  the  greats 
rule  for  the  church's  imital^.    A^^  if  the  chw^  of  Ro^ie 
had  this  advantage  f^gainrt  ua  in  :aiiy  article  as  I  hope  there 
^puld  not  be  found  bo  much  ff^rtiMcity  amongst  w,  ae  to 
resist  the  power  of  such  an  furg^unent ;  .so  it  is  ceBts^n  tb^ra 
would  not  be  amongst  them  so  much  modesty  as  to  absta^^ 
from  the  most  absolute  triumph,  and  the  ^e^cest  decki|ii|r 
tions:  in  the  mean  time,  our  safety  in  this  fMrtiole  also  is 
visible  .^nd  notorious.    Against  the  saying  of  S4;.  AffKbraAOj 
^hich»  in  ijhe  preface  to  the  ^rst  pi^  I  brought  po  reprove 
this  practice^ — those  who  thought  thMisetved  oMig^  to  ^ 
ject^  wiU  :find  Uie  %uo^ou  juetifiqd  in.  the  eeotion  of  ^e 
'  hdf4}oWKnuujoni'  to  whicjh  I  refer  the  reitftor- 

7*  Whi^t  u  9trwge  uncbariCsibleness  is  it»  to  believe  aod 
^ach,  that  poor  babes,  desceaduig  fcopi  .Christiati  parents, 
if  they  die  unbaptiz^,  stoll  never  see  the  ftce  of  God^  and 
that  '^  of  suoh  is  not  the  kingdom  of  heaven?"  The  chuich 
oi  ^ngjlajgid  enjoins  the  parisi^te  to  bring  thepxi;  and  her 
priest^  to  bsjptize  them^  and  punishes  the  neg^eist  jf^hene  it 
is  crimina);  and  yiet  t^ajcbes  po  suchfieroe  and  uncharitable 
prop93ition^  which  x»^  serve  no  en4,  but  wbftt  mfty  with  lesB 
damage  ai^d  afirigbtmeoit  be  very  well  secured ;  and  to  dis- 
trust God's  goodness  to  the  poor  iniWs»  whose  £miU  it  could 
not  be,  that  they  were  not  bapti;KKl ;  and  to  amerci^  th^  IKO- 
fi^ult  with  SO  great  a  fine,  -^  even  the  loss  of  all  the  good  wbieh 
they  could  receive  from  hii^  thsitt  create  ihem%  atid  h^wm 
thf^m, — is  such  a  pishing  with  heads»  and  a  i^^ardless  tresA- 
n^ent  of  souls,  that  for  chsiity'  s^e,  and  common  huiuai)ily» 
we  dare  not  mingle  in  the^ir  icf^u^els*  Bint  if  lure  erpr,  it  is 
on  the  safer  side  \  it  is  qn  the  ooie  side,  of  meroy  w4  cbarity* 
These  seven  particulars  ar^e  not  trifling  consid^futions;.  but 
as  they  have  great  influe^^jQe  i^to  die  event  of  SQuU^  ^  tb«y 
fire  gre^  par^  of  ^e  Rpmea  religion)  a^  they  bii.V0.  pleased 
.  to  order  religion  at  this  day.    I  might  instance  in  many 
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more,  if  I  thought  it  necessary,  or  did  not  fear  iJiey  wotild 
think  me  inquisitive  for' objections:  therefore,  I  shalTadd  no 
morfe ;  only  I  proftss  myself  to  wonder  at  the  obstinacy  of 
tile  Roman  prdates,  that  will  not  confident',  that  the  liturgjr  of 
their  church  should  be  underst6od  by  the  people.  'Hiey 
have  some  pretence  of  politic  reason,  why  they  forbid  the 
translation  of  the  Scriptures;  though  all  wise  men  km)W 
they  have  other  reasons,  than  what  they  pretend^  yet  this 
also  would  be  considered ;  that  if  the  people  did  read  the 
Scriptures,  and  would  use  that  liberty  well,  they  might 
receive  infinite  benefit  by  them ;  and  that  if  they  did  abuse 
that  liberty,  it  were  the  people's  fault,  and  not  the  ruler's; 
but  that  tbey  are  forbidden,  that  is  the  ruler's  fault,  and 
not  the  people's :  but  for  prohibiting  the  understanding  of 
their  public,  and  sometimes  of  many  of  their  private  devo- 
tions, there  can  be  no  plausible  pretence,  no  excuse  of  policy, 
no  €nd  of  piety ;  and  if  the  church  of  England  be  not  in 
this,  also,  of  the  surer  side,  then  we  know  nothing,  but  all 
the  reason  of  all  mankind  n  fallen  asleep. 

Weill  however  these  things'  have«  at  least,  very  ninch 
probability  in  them ;  yet  for  professing  these  things  accord^ 
ing  to  the  Scriptures,  and  catholic  tradition,  and  right  reason 
(as  will  be  further  demonstrated  in  the  following  paragrlkphs), 
they  call  us  heretics;  and  sentence  us  with  damnation ;  with 
4aiBiiatioD,  I  say ;  for '  not  worshipping  of  images ;  for  not 
calling  the  sacramentid  breads,  our  God  and  SavioQf;.l(Dr 
not  ^  teaching  for  doctrines,  the  commandmentft  of  men ;  *  Csr 
not  ^uaBing  the  sayings  of  men  to  the  sayingr  of  Gk»d  ;^  fW 
not  worshipping  angels,  for  not  putting  trust  in  seinis/  and 
speaking  to  dead  persbns,  who  are  not  present;  and  for 
ol^ring  to  desire  to  reoeite  the  communion,  as  dtfist  gave 
it  to  his  disciples,  and  they  to  all  to  whom  tfaey^pteadeds 
If  tfiese  be  causes  of  damnation ;  what  shall  beeoine  of  tkeni 
that  do  worship  images ;  aiid  that  do  take  aw«y  half  of  the 
sacrament  firom  the  people,  to  whom  Christ  left  it?  and  heep 
knowledge  from  them,*  and  will  not  snfier  the  most  of  them 
to  pray  wi<ib  the  und^fgtanding ;  and  worship  angcils^  and 
make  deaid  riiett  tfteir  guardians^  and  erect  altisYs,  and-  mako 


9  Soarecand  Bellarmloe  confess,  that  to  believe  tnuitubstantiatioD,  is  not 
absolatety  necessary  to  salvation. 
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TOWS,  and  give  consmnptiye  offerings  to  Baints,  real,  or 
imaginary?  Now  tnily,  we  know  not  what  shall  become  of 
them ;  but  we  pray  for  them  as  men  not  without  hope :  only 
as  long  as  we  can,  we  repeat  the  words  of  our  blessed 
Savionr,  "  He  that  breaks  one  of  the  least  commandments, 
and  teaches  men  so,  shall  be  called  the  least  in  the  kingdom 
of  heaven "»." 


SECTION  IX. 

ITiai  the  Church  of  Rome  does  teach  for  Doctrinet,  the 

Commandments  of  Men. 

• 

The  former  charge  hadi  occasioned  this,  which  is  but  an 
instance  of  their  adding  to  the  Christian  faith  new  articles 
iipon  their  own  authority.  And  here,  first,  I  shall  represent 
what  is  intended  in  the  reproof,  which  our  blessed  Saviour 
made  of  the  Pharisees ;  saying,  **  They  taught  for  doctrines, 
the  commandments  of  men."  And,  2. 1  shall  prove  that  the 
church  of  Rome  is  guilty  of  it,  and  the  church  of  England 
is  not. 

i  .  The  words  of  our  blessed  Saviour  are  to  be  understood 
vufkriMtoi^  or  conjunctively ;  that  is,  **  In  yain  do  ye  worship 
me,, teaching  doctrines,  and  commandments  of  men*;**  that 
is^  things  which  men  only  have  delivered ;  and  if  these  once 
be  esteemed-  to  be  a  worshipping  of  Ood,  it  is  luneuw  etCaarfia^ 
**  a  vain  worship.'^  Now  this  expressed  itself  in  two  de- 
grees ;  the  first  was  in  over-valuing  human  ordinances ;  that 
is,  equalling  them  to  Divine  commandments ;  exacting  by  the 
same  measures,  by  which  they  require  obedience  to  God's 
laws,  and  this  with  a  pretended  zeal  for  God's  honour  ai^d 
service.  Thus  the  Pharisees  were  noted  and  reproved  by  our 
blessed  Saviour. 

1.  The  things  of  decency,  or  indifferent  practices,  vrere 
counselled  by  their  forefathers;  in  process  of  time  they  be- 
came approved  by  use  and  custom ;  and  then  their  doctors 
denied  their  communion  to  them  that  omitted  them,  found 

k  Matt.  ▼.  19.  >  Matt  xy.  9. 
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out  new  r.eaBons  for  tb^m,  were  severe  in  their  censures 
cotioejriMOg.the  causes  of  their  omission,  would  approve  none, 
nO| .  not  the  cases  and  exceptions  of  charity  or  piety.  And 
this  is  instanced  in  their  washings  of  cups  and  platters,  and 
the  outside  of  dishes ;  which  either  was  at  first  instituted  for 
eleanUness  and  decency,  or  else  as  being  symbolical  to  the 
{Purifications  in  the  law :  but  they  changed  the  scene,  enjpined 
it  as  necessity ;  were  scandalized  at  them  that  t^sed  it  not; 
practised  it  with  a  ftequencyi  passing  into  an  intolerable 
.burden;  insomuch  that  at  the  marriage  of  Cana  in  Galilee 
ihejre  were  six  '  water^pots,  set  after  the  manner  of  the  purifi- 
cation of  the  Jews ; '  because  they  washed  often  in  the  time 
x>f  their  meals ; .  and  then  they  put  i^ew  reasons,  and  did  it 
for  other,  causes  than  were  Jn  the  first  institution.  And, 
tdthough  these  washings  might  have  been  used  without 
violation  of  any  commandment  of  Ood;  yet  even  by  this 
tradition  they  made  God's  commandment  void,  by  making 
this  necessary,  and  imposing  these  useless  and  umiecessary 
burdens  on  their  brethren,  by  making  snares  for  consciences, 
and  making  religion  and  the  service  of  God.  to  consist  in 
things  indifierent.  So  they  made  void  God's  commandment 
by  turning  religion  into  superstition. 

2.  Whereas,  human  laws,  customs,  and  traditions  may 
oblige  in  public,  and  for  order*  sake,  and  decency,  and  for 
reputation  and  avoiding  scandal,  and  to  give  testimony  of 
obedience ;  and  are  not  violated  if  they  be  omitted  without 
scandal  and  contempt,  and  injury,  with  a  probable  reason : 
yet,  to  think  they  oblige  beyond  what  man  can  see,  or  judge, 
or  punish,  or  feel,  is  to  give  to  human  laws  the  estimate 
which  is  due  to  divine  laws.  So  did  the  Pharisees :  **  Quic- 
quid  sapientes  vetant  paliUn  fieri,  id  etiam  in  penetralibus 
vetitum  est,''  said  rabbi  Bachai.  But  this  is  the  prerogative 
of  Divine  laws,  which  oblige  as  much  in  private  as  in  public ; 
because  God  equally  sees  in  the  closet  and  in  the  temple : 
men  cannot  do  this;  and,  therefore,  cannot  make  laws  to 
bind,  where  they  can  have  no  cognizance  and  no  concern. 

3.  Human  authority  is  to  command,  according  to  its  own 
rate ;  that  is,  at  the  rate  of  human  understanding,  where  the 
obedience  may  be  possibly  deficient,  because  the  understand- 
ing is  fallible.  But  the  Divine  authority  is  infallible,  and 
absolute,  and  supreme;  and,  therefore,  our  obedience  to  it 
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must  be  as  absolute,  perpetual,  and  hideftmnt.  Bttt  tlie 
Pharisees  had  a  saying,  and  their  practice  mm  aceotdiBgly ; 
*'  Si  dixerint  scribee  dextfam  esse  sinistram,  et  sinistram  ease 
dextram,  audi  eos,**  said  the  forenamed  rabbi. 

2.  The  second  degree  in  which  this  expressed  itself  among 
Ae  Pharisees,  was,  that  they  did  not  only  equal,  but  prefeired 
the  commandments  of  men  before  the  commands  of  Godi. 
''Plus  est  in  verbis  s<5ribanim  quilm  in  retbis  le^^;^  Mid 
of  this,  thef  instance  that  our  Messed  Sarionr  gives,  is  in 
the  case  of  the  Corban,  and  not  relieving  their  parents. 
**  Sacrum  erit,  quicquid  paravero  in  fiitttrum  ad  o&  patik  * ;"  if 
they  said  it  was  dedicated^  their  latiier's  hungry  belly  migiit 
not  be  relieved  by  it.  And  this  our  blessed-  Saviour  calk,  as 
being  the  highest  degree  of  this  superstition,  **  A  making 
the  commandment  of  God  of  no  effect  by  their  tradition  ;* 
this  does  it  directly;  as  the  other  did  it  by  necessary  and 
unavoidable  consequence. 

Now  that  the  church  of  Rome  is  greatiy  guilty  of  this 
•criminal  way  of  teaching  and  misleading  the  conseienees  of 
her  disciples,  will  appear  in  these  (amongst  mai^  other) 
instances 
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«  lUbbi  NiMim. 
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